1903; 

—— 
od Wittiay 
Makers and 
ril 27 On 
sworth Pet 


enham, Art 
wil 18 Ord 


ichester Pet 
ner of Music 

Innkeeper 
ilders High 
on Pet May 
fon, Builder 
High Court 
Dorchester 
Pet May 14 
»d Victualler 
1 Court Pet 


, Provision 
ay 15 

Harrogate, 
[ay 14 


hed in the 


hester Man- 


iD. 
of Religion 
r 15, 1908 


curing the 
writy it is 
e direct to 


description 


mber of the 
ndon Stock 
Exchange 


[anager of 
Nevill’s 
Bakery 

Surveyor 


Baker 


OT 
on may by 
nee of this 
1 Kingdom 


given, 


May 30, 1903. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 


(Vol. 47.) 541 








—_ 
INCORPORATED BY ROYAL CHARTER, A.D. 1720. 


FIRE. LIFE. 


ACCIDENTS. 





BURGLARY. 


Apply for further information to 
W. N. WHYMPER, Secretary. 








AW GUARANTEE AND TRUST 
THE Li 4 
SOCIETY, LIMITED. 
FULLY SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL - £2,000,000. 
RESERVE FUND - £180,000 
Fieurry GUARANTETS OF ALL KINDS. ADMINISTRATION AND Lunacy Bonps. 
Morrcace, Denenture, Licknsr, AND ConTINGENCY INSURANCE. 
TevsTeEsHirs ror Derenture-noL_pers, &c. Sinkinc Funp anp LeasrEHoLD 
RepemptTion Poticres. Forcep Transrers GUARANTEE. 


PAID UP - £200,000. 








HEAD OFFICE: 49, Chancery-lane, W.C. | CITY OFFICE : 56, Moorgate-street, E.C. 
IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of xX 
Licensee. raoerenity 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 
Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES. INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 
24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates, 
LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 





ESTABLISHED 1836. 


FUNDS - - . - - £ 4,100,000 
INCOME - + + = =  £'500,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS (1902) nearly £°2,000,000 
BUSINESS IN FORCE . - £ 15,232,000 


TdE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES, 
Wirnovur Prorrrts, 
The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate, 
Premium | Age | Premium 
£116}, | 40 | £2 10%, 


| Age Premium | Age 
20 | £1787, 30 
£1,000 POLICY WIT BONUSES 
According to last resulta, 
Valuation at 2} p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 


| Duration 10 yrs. | 20yrs. | S0yre. | 40 yra, 


, | 
| Amount of Policy | £1,199 | £1,438 | 41,724 | £2,067 
Full information on application to 


THE MANAGER, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 





VOL. XLVII., No. 31. 


The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 
LONDON, MAY 30, 1903. 


*,* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not op 
the regular staff of the JOURNAL, 

All letters intended for publication in the Soticrrors’ JouURNAL must 
be authenticated by the name of the writer, 





Contents. 


CURRENT ToPICS.....+..0000 e-ccsseece sseveeee O41 | THE Disouastiox ox Tue Lawnp 
Tuk Mercer or Estates 544 Reaistry is THE House oy Commons 
SOON. ‘nie psnctencesconsnet 6: and coves SES | OBITCARY ... orccescosccve. coe -cesce-sévee+es.cocce OD 
PORTS TO BE MOA ...cscece ccce-covcvesee SAB | Tagmmats BERWS 2 sccreccvecessecstncsesse conga 
NeW ORDERS, EC. 0.00..00.00.0 200 coe-c00-0s 546 | Count PAPERS ... o-c0c ce 

RESULT OF APPEALS .......0..:cc0ceeseeseesee O46 | WInx,inG-UP NOTICES ....00-0...:000-0-00008 5D 
ee seinen 550 | Crepitors’ NOTICES ... .. cccscosscs-cveesoe SOO 
Law STUDENTS’ JOURNAL 4¢.....06 oeeeseee SO2 | BANKRUPTCY NOTICES .c.coscscoesss--+-++ SOE 





Cases Reported this Week. 


In the Solicitors’ Journal. Rex v. The High Bailiff of West~ 
minster. Ex parte The London 
Brown vy. Whitlock ........ 548 eam cocgneven-ainee 


sha a ia ie County Council ..... ..... 
Consett Usban District Council v. 
NUE dictiindereLiassbansctbicktpiicicen Se In the Weekly Reporter. 
Cooper v. Laidler .....00.....-..00 onsse-ssoee 548 
Francis and Others, In the Matter of .. 549 | Hunter vy. The Kimg 2.0.0... ceeseceeeooue 
Kirby Smith v. Parnell ... 


Houghton y. Houghton ..................... 48 : pseonnecdosenate 
Johnson, Re. Greenwood v. Green- Lake, In re. Ex parte Howe ...... .... 

WI Sersnscendccttseedisesge @ iahoneté-backdoang WP Pollard, . snd Rail meee ores 

= Saag n Sharpe v. Midland Railway Co. ...... .. 
Peirson’s Settlement, Re. Cayley v. | Thomson and Another y. Gill .......... 

De Wend 20.0.4 ceserssereessesessesseereeeeeee O47 | Walker & Smith (Limited), In re... 491 
| gt FRR ee ee Whiteford, In re. Inglis v. Whitefor] 491 


Attorney-General y. Johnson ............ 





Current Topics. 


Ir witt be found from the Vacation Notice, which we publish 
elsewhere, that Mr. Justice Swinren Eapy will act as Vacation 
Judge during the Whitsun Vacation. 





Ir witt be seen from the speech of Lord Justice Cozeys- 
Harpy at the annual dinner of the Law Students’ Debating 
Society that that very shrewd and cautious observer said he 
‘had good reason for hoping”’ that the Inns of Court might be 
induced to fall in with, and take a leading part in, the founda- 
tion and support of a great legal school in London. If that is 
so, the support of the Incorporated Law Society being pledged 
to the scheme, it may be hoped that no long time will elapse 
before it is propounded. 





WE rvsuisn elsewhere the list of attendances at meetings 
of the Council and committees of the Incorporated Law 
Society during the year ending the Ist of May last. It 
reveals the fact that Mr. Pennrycton has at last been beaten, 
Mr. Barker having attended the extraordinary number of thirty- 
seven meetings of the Council and 134 meetings of committees, 
while the former record-holder attended thirty meetings and 
109 committees. Mr. Tromas Rawce comes in a good third with 
thirty meetings and ninety committees, 


A coRRESPONDENT whose letter.we printed recently («née, p. 
512) raised the question whether interest on estate duty me 
to the commissioners on the filing of the inland revenue affidavit 
ought to be charged in the trust accounts to capital or income, 
Section 6 (6) of the Finance Act, 1894, provided that “ interest 


at the rate of three per cent. per annum l be paid from the 
date of the death up to the date of the delivery of the inland 
revenue affidavit or account, or the expiration of six months 
after the death, whichever first happens, and shall form part of 
the estate duty.” On this provision it was held by Noxrn, J., in 
Re Fish, Lea vy, Fish (103 Law Times Newspaper, p. 267), to 
which reference was made by Cozans-Harpy, LJ, in his judg- 
ment in Re Kari Howe's Settled Retates (51 W. R. 468), that, 
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as between tenant for life and remainderman, the interest was 
payable out of capital. But by the Finance Act, 1896, the 
words in italics in the sub-section just quoted were repealed, and 
section 18 of the latter Act provides generally that ‘simple 
interest at the rate of three per cent. per annum, without deduction 
for income tax, shall be payable upon all estate duty from the date 
of the death of the deceased, . . . and shall be recoverable in the 
same manner as if it were part of the duty.” The provision that 
the interest is to be recoverable as part of the estate duty does not 
seem to differ materially from the provision that the interest is 
to form part of the estate duty, and it is probable that the 
decision in Re Fish still covers the point to which our correspon- 


dent refers. 


Tue Crvit. Judicial Statistics for 1901, which have just been 
issued under the editorship of Master MAcDoNELL, are accom- 
panied, as in former years, by explanatory comments by the 
editor, and also by diagrams intended to shew the general result 
of the figures for the last twenty years. So far as regards civil 
proceedings generally, the totals depend for practical purposes 
upon the business of the county courts, which in amount far 
exceeds all other kinds of judicial business. The number of 
proceedings begun in the county courts in 1901 was 1,243,197, 
and the number of matters determined was 448,881. These 
numbers are tho highest since 1882, the general tendency of 
business since that year indica’ing steady increase, though with 
occasional relapses as in 1884, 1890, and 1896. _ In the Chancery 
Division the proceedings begun were 7,613, and those deter- 
mined were 862; inthe King’s Bench Division the corresponding 
numbers were 74,570 and 3,313." These figures, except as to 
proceedings begun in the Chancery Division, represent a slight 
decrease on the previous year, and thé tendency of the business 
of the superior courts in the twenty years has been to decline. 
What is especially noticaable is the difference in the proportion 
in the county courts and in the High Court between the pro- 
ceedings begun and the matters determined. In the King’s 
Bench Division not one matter in- twenty comes to trial; in the 
Chancery Division hardly one in ten; in the county courts the 
ratio is one in three. 








Masrer Macpoyett presents a careful analysis of the 
statistics of the Judicial Committee. As a symbol of the unity 
of the empire this tribunal is valuable, though its future 
working can hardly be predicted with certainty. One fact 
comes out clearly—that the increase in appeals is not propor- 
tionate to the increase of population. ‘In 1871,” says Master 
MacposzLt, “the population of the empire (exclusive of 
England and Wales) was, in round figures, about 200,000,000 ; 
in 1901 it had increased to more than 350,000,000—1.¢., there 
was an increase of about 75 per cent. The total appeals in 
1875-1879 were 419, and in 1897-1901, 449—7.¢., an increase of 
only 7°16 per cent.” Of course it is not desirable that any 
great volume of colonial litigation should find its way to this 
country, and the colonies themselves impose a check by limiting 
appeals to cases where the amount involved is £500, or in some 
colonies a higher figure. In Tasmania it is £1,000. At the 
same time, the cost of colonial appeals contrasts very favourably 
with those te the House of Lords. The average of the bills for 
Judicial Committee appeals brought in for taxation in 1901 was 
£280, and the average amount allowed was £224. The highest 
figures were £1,298, with £1,022 allowed, and the lowest £33, 
with £27 allowed. In the House of Lords the average of bills 
brought in was £505 and the amount allowed £338, the amount 
allowed, therefore, being 50 per cent. more than in the Privy 
Council. Master Macvonext does not offer any explanation of 
this disparity. 


Wir Recarp to the Court of Appeal, the most noteworthy 
figures are those which shew how for successive years from 1897 
to 1902 the business of the court was allowed to fall into arrear. 
For the six years just mentioned the number of appeals pending 
at the commencement of each year beginning with 1897 was 
140, 165, 249, 332, 313, and 440. This state of things has 
doubtless now been altered for the better, and it is to be hoped 
that it will not be allowed to recur. Master Macpone.n has 
had a table prepared with a view to measuring the tendency 


of the business in the Chancery Division to increase or decrease, : Shares in the company were fully paid up; they would have 





and figures as to a and wealth are added for the purpose 
of determining whether the business of the division has kept pace 
with the material progress of the country. A disturbing element 
is introduced by the fact that in 1892 the companies winding-up 
business was withdrawn from the Chancery Division, and hengg 
there is a larger decrease in some matters, particularly jp 


accounts passed.’ The actual number of writs and originating 


summonses issued since 1877 has remained nearly stationary» 
the annual average being about 7,400, but -in the same period 
the population has increased from twenty-five millions to 
thirty-two millions, and it is estimated that the wealth 
of the country has about doubled. But the total of 
costs allowed has shrunk from,£1,194,609 to £771,426, and 
Master MacponEtu’s general conclusion is that ‘‘on the whole it 
may be said that the business of the Chancery Division is almost 
stationary, with a tendency to decline, and that it does not 
increase at a rate corresponding to the growth of wealth or 
population.” The most noticeable decrease is in the accounts 
passed, the annual receipts having fallen from £13,390,487 to 
£7,626,199. This is partly explained by the withdrawal of 
winding-up business just referred to, but Master Macponett con- 
siders it to be chiefly the consequence of improvements in pro- 
ceedings. The figures are ‘‘the results of doing directly what 
was once done indirectly and in a costly way; of determining by 
originating summonses questions arising in the administration 
of estates, or on the construction of deeds or instruments creating 
trusts, without directing the taking of accounts and inquiries 
which was once usual,”’; In the King’s Bench Division also 
there has been no increase in business corresponding to the 
material increase in the country, but the Admiralty Division shews 
since 1877 an increase of about 30 per cent., and it is noticeable 
that the increase of county court business is accompanied by a 
continued increase in cases over £50 taken by agreement. These 
averaged 403 in 1876-1880; and 1,604 in 1897-1901. 





In commentina recently (ante, p. 446) on the decision of 
Kexewicn, J., in Re Innes § Co. (51 W. R. 378) we observed 
that it was apparently the first occasion upon which the court 
had gone behind an agreement for sale to a company in con- 
sideration of paid-up shares, so as to hold that the consideration 
was in part illusory, and that to that extent the shares were not 
paid up. That decision, however, has now been reversed by the 
Court of Appeal (ante, p. 513), and the doctrine that the 
court will not inquire into the adequacy of the consideration 
for a sale has been strongly affirmed. If there is no con- 
sideration at all—as in Re Kddystone Marine Insurance Co. (40 
W. R. 441; 1893, 3 Ch. 9)—the case is different, and the 
shares issued under such an agreement can be treated as not 
paid up. But where there is an actual agreement under which 
consideration has been paid, the amount of the consideration is 
a question for the contracting parties, and, though the company 
may under certain circumstances have a right to rescind the 
agreement, yet, as long as the agreement stands, it determines 
the _ of the parties, and shares issued under it 
as fully paid are to be treated as such. In Le Innes § 
Co. the original arrangement with regard to the transfer 
of a business to a proposed company was that the con- 
sideration should be £6,000, payable as to £3,000 in 
cash and £3,000 in shares. Under the contract with the 
company, as actually executed, the sale was for £25,000, payable 
as to £3,000 in cash and asto £22,000 in shares. This increased 
price in shares was in the main distributed among the promoters 
of the company, and Kexewicu, J., held that it was an illusory 
consideration, and that the shares representing it were not to be 
treated as paid up. The Court of Appeal have declined in this 
way to go behind the actual contract with the company, and 
since it was not a merely colourable contract and has not been 
po pars they have held that it must begreated as settling the 
value to the company of the property purchased. Moreover, 
since the company was a private company, and all the members 
were conversant with the arrangement, there was no case for 
charging the promoters or directors with misfeasance, Atten- 
tion may be called to the remarks made by Rowen, LJ, 
with regard to creditors: ‘‘The creditors were not concerned. 
If they had inquired, they would have found out that all the 
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seen that the property consisted of patents and other rights 
acquired by the company. Therafore the creditors could not 
have alleged misfeasance to make thess gent!emen liable for the 
shares they had received from the vendors.” This seems to 


state very clearly the position of creditors in such circumstances. 





Few orrences are capable of assuming such widely different 


degrees of criminality as that of falsifying a register of births | P° 


or deaths. And few offences are treated by the law as capable 
of such very different degrees of punishmest. By section 40 of 
the Births and Deaths Registration Act, 1874, any person who 
wilfully gives to a registrar avy “‘ false information relating to a 
birth or a death, or makes any false statement in order that the 
same may be entered in any register, is liable, on summary con- 
viction, to a fine not exceeding ten pounds, or on conviction on 
indictment, to penal servitude for seven years. A false 
entry of a birth may be made merely to avoid injury 
to the good name of the parents, or it may be made 
as part of a serious fraud upon the representatives of some 
dead person. A false entry of a death, too, may be made to 
conceal a deliberate murder. A somewhat serious case under 
this section came before a metropolitan magistrate this week. 
‘It appears that a married man, having no children, was entitled 
for life to the income produced by a large sum of money, which 
if he had a child, was to go on his death to such child, 
but in case he died without issue, was to go to relatives. 
His death within a short time being certain, his wife procured 
an infant and registered it inaiLondon as her own child. 
After the husband’s death, however, she was arrested and 
charged with an offence under the section above mentioned. In 
the event the case was made to assume a possibly less serious 
aspect than at first, for it was alleged that the woman and her 
husband, who lived in France, had some idea that they could 
legally adopt a child so as to put such child in the position of a 
legitimate child. As, therefore, the circumstances were admitted, 
and all danger of loss to the remaindermen ended, the magistrate 
was able to take a lenient view of the case and deal with it 
summarily. Of course, adoption has no existence whatever in 
English law. In most countries, however, which have followed 
«the Roman law adoption is more or less recognized, though 
‘it has no place in the Roman-Dutch law of our South 
-African territories. Thus, in France a person of over fifty 
years of age who has no child living may adopt a person 
as his child, provided that such person is of full age and at least 
fifteen years younger than his adopter. If the adopter has a 
wife or husband living, the consent of such wife or husband is 
required. The adoption has to be approved of by the court of 
first instance of the district in which the adopter lives, and the 
order of that court has to be confirmed by the Court of Appeal. 
The adoption is advertised in such manner as the Court of 
Appeal directs, and must be registered with the registrar of the 
district, The chief consequence of adoption in France is that the 
adopted acquires the same right as a natural born legitimate 
son to succeed to the property of the adopter. He acquires no 
rights, however, to the property of any relatives of the adopter, 
nor does the adopter acquire any rights in respect to the property 
of the adopted if the latter die first. The adopted loses no rights 
in his own family, but he is so far regarded a member of the 
family of his adopter that he cannot marry another adopted child 
of the adopter, nor a child of the adopter, if such should be born 
after the adoption. 





Tue recent case of the Consett Urban District Council vy. 
Crawford is one of considerable importance to local authorities 
having powers under the Public Health Acts. Notice to abate 
& nuisance had been given to the respondent, and some time 
afterwards his premises were visited by a number of councillors, 
two officers of the council, and the medical officer of health. 
These gentlemen, without any request for permission or notice 
of intention, entered the yard of the respondent and began to 
Inspect the premises. The respondent thereupon locked the 
te of his yard and imprisoned his uninvited visitors for some 
ttle time. The result was that he was prosecuted in a court of 
summary jurisdiction under section 306 of the Public Health 
Act, 1875, for “ wilfully obstructing” members of the local 
authority in the execution of the Act. The magistrates under 


the circumstances refdsed t» convict, but stated a case for the 
opinion of the High Court. The question, substantially, was, 
whether the members and officers of the local authority had 
any right to enter and inspect the premises without any per- 
mission or order. Now, section 102 of the Act governs the right 
of entry, and the words are: “The local authority, or any of 
their officers, shall be admitted into any premises for the pur- 
se of examining as to the existence of any nuisance,” 
&e. It then procseds to enact that if admission to the 
premises is refused, any justice, on complaint, may 
make an order requiring the occupier of the premises 
to admit the local author ty or their officer. N tice in writing, 
however, must first be given to the occupier of the intention to 
make such an order, and it has been held thit magistrates have a 
discretion in the making of such orders. It is clear, :therefore, 
that the Act only deals with two sets of circumstances. The 
first is where the local authority is admitted; and this clearly 
implies that permission has been asked and granted. The 
second case is where admission is refused; and this refusal must 
necessarily imply a request. The Act, however,. gives 
no further power of entry than these. Therefore it is clear 
that permission to enter must in the first place always 
be asked for; for the magistrates have only jurisdiction 
to make an order when admission is refused. To enter without 
permission and without an order is, therefore, clearly a trespass, 
and persons trespassing cannot be considered to be tipon the 
premises in the execution of the Act. The High Court, there- 
fore, upheld the court below in refusing to convict the respon- 
dent, and though his conduct is somewhat open to comment, he 
cannot be said to have infringed the law im locking his door 
when trespassers happened to be inside; in fact, the Public 


Health Act gives no power to any official to enter private - 


premises on his own motion or at his own discretion. It would 
be an intolerable interference with liberty if he could, and 
district councils and corporations will do well to carefully note 
this case. 





Tire case of the Attorney-General vy. Holden, decided by Mr. 
Justice Riwtey on the Ist of April, does not appear to have 
attracted much attention in the profession, but we have some 
difficulty in followiag the reasoning on which the judgment 
proceeded. The facts wera simple. Upon a treaty for the 
marriage of the defendant and Bearrice M. B. Pacer, the 
bride’s father, H. B. Pacer, agreed to settle £20,000, on con- 
dition that H. Hotpen, the defendant's father, would give to 
the defendant £10,000: Accordingly, on the 2ad of January, 
1900, H. Hoxpen’s bankers, by his direction, transferred 
£10,000 belonging té® him from his account to that of the 
defendant. On the 27th of January, 1900, a marriage settle- 
ment was executed by which H. B. Pacer settled £20,000 upon 
the usual trusts of the wife's fortune for the benefit of the 
intended wife and husband and the issue of the marriage. The 
marriage took place on the 3ist of January, 1900, H. Horpsy 
died on the 1st of February, 1900. In these circumstances the 
Crown contended that upon the death of H. Ho.ven estate duty 
beeame payable under section 2, sub-section 1 (¢), of the 
Finance Act, 1894, upon the £10,000 given “by him 
to the defendant less than twelve calendar months 
before his death, as property ing on the death of 
H. Hotpexy. The defendant, on the other hand, con- 
tended that the payment to him of the £10,000 was a con- 


‘| dition precedent to any settlement by the bride's father; that 


the settlement would never have been made at all ualess the 
defendant’s father had paid the £10,000, and that sum would 
never have been paid unless the bride's father had agreed to 
make the settlement. The question, of course, was whether 
there was an immediate gift inter vivos of £10,000 to the 
defendant from his father. Section 2, sub-section 1, of the 
Finance Act, 1894, provides that ‘property passing on the death 
of the deceased shall be deemed to include property which 
would be required on the death of the deceased to be 
included in an account under section 38 of the Customs and 
Inland Revenue Act, 1881, as amended by section 1! of the 
Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1889, if the words ‘ voluntary’ 
and ‘ voluntarily’ and a reference to a ‘ volunteer’ were omitted 





therefrom.” By section 38 property to be included in. this account 
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shall be property taken under a voluntary disposition made by any 
person dying within the time specified, purporting to operate as 
an immediate gift inter vives. Was there, therefore, an «ter 
vives gift of the £10,000 by the deceased without reservation ? 
The learned judge gave judgment for the Crown, holding that 
the transaction was a gift, but he proceeded mainly upon the 
authority of two case*, Attorney-General v. Worrall (1895, 1 
Q. B. 99) and Attorney-General v. Johnson (1903, 1 K. B. 617). 
But in both these cases the transaction was between the donor 
and donee, and it was held that the fact that something was 
given in exchange, or covenanted or agreed to be given in 
exchange by the donee, did not prevent the transaction from 
being a gift if one could see from the nature of it that it was 
intended asa gift. In the present cise there was a contract 
with a thir] peron to give money to the defendant. It is true that 
there was no agreement that the £10,000 should form part of 
the funds of the marrisge settlement, but the root and basis of 
the undertaking to pay that sum was the agreement of the 
bride’s father to settle £20,000, and the £10,000 was obviously 
intended for the benefit of husband and wife. In many con- 
tracts—‘or example, in bills of exchange—there is an agreement 
to pay money to a third person, but the payment would scarcely 
be considered as a gift of money to him. 


Tue ciszr of Winsborrow v. The London Joint Stock Bank, which 
came before the Divisional Court on the 15th inst., was certainly 
an attempt to unduly strain the language of section 65 of 57 
Geo. 3, c. 29 (Michael Angelo Taylor’s Act’, which empowers 
vestries in the metropolis to tike summary proceedings against 
persons hanging out or exposing things from any house 
cver any part of the pavement. The section imposes a 
penalty on any person who shall hang or expose, or cause or 
] er.nit to be hung out or exposed, any meat or offal or other 
matter or thing whatsoever from any house or houses or premises 
belonging to or cecupied by him over any part of either of such 
pavements and shall not immediately remove all cr 
any such matters or things on being thereunto required by any 
+ + « persons having the control of the pavements.” A 
summons was taken out under this section against the bank, and 
it appeared that they had attached to their premises, at the 
corner of Victoria-street and New Tothill-street and facing 
the latter thoroughfare, three reflectors for the purpose of 
improving the light. These reflectors overhung the pave- 
ment, but the magistrate held that they were not “ matters or 
things” within the meaning of the section. This decision was 
approved by the Divisional Court on the ground that the section 
only referrei1 to temporary or moveable things which might be ua- 
sightly, cbstructive, or inconvenient, and that, assuming that the 
reflectors were nuisances, there were other provisions in the 
Act which were applicable tothem. We are rather surprised 
that any one should have supposed that the case could be brought 
within the section, for it obviously has a limited operation, and 
only includes articles ¢ju:d-m generis with meat, offal, or other 
things exposed fer sale. 





A nute for 2 mandamus to the Commissioners of Income Tax, 
which came before the Divisional Court on the 22nd inst., is an 
illustration of the struggle which is constantly made to bring an 
appeal to the court on questions of fact, which it was always 
intended to reserve for another tribunal. By section 59 of the 
Taxes Management Act, 1880, the commissioners, upon the 
determination of any appeal, may be required to state a case for 
the opinion of the [ligh Court. The rule was moved on the 
ground that the commissioners had found in the case, contrary 
to the fact, that the person aggrieved by an assessment was 
resident in the United Kingdom. It is obvious that the question 
of residence must in most instances be a pure question of fact, 
and that it was never intended that the evidence to establish this 
fact should be reviewed by the court on a case stated for its 
opinion. Similar attempts to make the Divisional Court a court 
of appeal on questions of fact have been made where cases 
have been stated under the Summary Jurisdiction Acts and the 
Arbitration Act, 1589; but the court, even where the evidence 
is set out in the case, has refused to consider anything but 
questions of law 








The Merger of Estates. 


Tue recent decision of the Court of Appeal in Capilal and 
Counties Bank v. Rhodes (51 W. R. 470; 1903, 1 Ch. 631) ig 
chiefly noticeable for the subtle analysis of the effect of the 
Land Transfer Acts on conveyancing contained in the judgment 
of Cozens-Harpy, L J., upon which we have already commented, 
but it is also important as shewing that under suitable conditions 
equity will prevent the merger of estates equally with the merger 
of charges. With regard to charges the operation of the 
doctrine is well established. Primd facie when the charge and 
the property upon which the charge subsists become vested in 
the same persun, the charge is merged, and if the owner is 
absolute owner of the property, there is in general no reason 
why this result should not follow. But if he is only a limited 
owner (other perhaps than a tenant in tail) it is for his interest that 
the charge should be kept alive, so that he or his estate may 
have the benefit of it after his estate in the property has come to 
an end, and since in equity merger is almost always a question 
of intention, an intention that the charge shall be maintained is, 
under the circumstances, presume]. ‘‘ Nothing,” said Lord 
Macwnacnuten in Thorne vy. Cann (1895, A. C., p. 18), “is better 
settled than this, that when the owner of an estate pays charges 
on the estate which, he is not personally liable to pay, the 
question whether those charzes are to be considered as extin- 
guished or as kept alive for his benefit is simply a question of 
intention. You may find the intention in the deed, or you may 
find it in the circumstances attending the transaction, or you may 
presume an intention from considering whether it is or is not for 
his benefit that the charge should be kept on foot.”’ Or, as it 
was shortly put in Forbes v. Moffatt (18 Ves. 390): “ Where no 
intention is expressed, or the party is incapable of expressing 
any, the court considers what is most advantageous to him.” 

To the rule that a‘person paying off a charge can keep it 
alive by intention, either expressed or presumed, there is an 
exception, as to the exact limits of which there has becn, and 
possibly still is, some uncertainty. It is settled that a mort- 
gagor cannot pay off an incumbrance created by himself and 
then keep it alive against lis own subsequent ircumbrar cerry 
‘That a mortgagor cannot,” said Lord Cranwoutn, C., in Olt ¢ 
v. Vaux (6 D. M. & G, p. 642), “ set up agairst his own incums 
brancer any other incumLratce created by himself is a propositicn 
that, I think, has never been controverted.” And at one time it 
was considered that the same rule applied whenever the purchaser 
of an equity of redemption paid off the first mortgage, so that the 
effect would be to let in the second mortgagee as first incum- 
brancer. In Toulmin vy. Steere (3 Mer., p. 224) Geant, MR, 
referred to earlier cases as ‘ expro-s authorities to shew that 
one purchasing an cquity of redemption cannot set up 
a prior mortgage of his own, nor, consequently, a mort- 
gage which he has got in against subsequent incumbrances 
of which he had notice.” But the unfairness of such a rule has 
impressed subsequent judges, and it is probable that it has been 
entirely abolished. In Adams v. Angell (5 Ch. D. 634) it was 
held that effect will be given under such circumstances to an 
intention to keep alive the first mortgage, and that such inten- 
tion may be either expressed or may be collected from the cir- 
cumstances attending the transaction. IIencc, whore a first 
mortgagee for £1,380 purchased the property from the mort: 
gagor’s trustee in bankruptcy for £1,400, and took a conveyance 
in which £1,380, part of the purchase-money, was stated to be 
retained by him in full satisfaction of his debt, it was he'd, upon 
the whole circumstances of tho transiction, that an i.tention to 
keep the firat mortgage alive as against a second mortgagee was 
sufficiently shewn. 

And it wou'd scem that it is not necessary to find evidence of 
actual intention, but that intention may be presumed as in other 
eases of merger. ‘Having regard,” sa‘'d “Linpiry, LJ., in 
Liquidation Estates Co. v, Willoughby (44 W. R. 612; 1896, 1 Ch., 


p- 754), “‘to Thorne vy. Cann (supra), it is perhaps now safe to go 
a little further, and to say that, where a purchaser of property 
pays off a charge on it, without shewing an intention to keep it 
alive, still, if its continuance as an existing charge is beneficial 
to him, it will be treated in equity as subsisting, unless an 
intention to the contrary can be inferre1 from the terns of the 
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rchase deed or from other legitimate evidence.” In the 
House of Lords (46 W. R. 539; 1898, A. C. 321) it was con- 
sidered that, upon the facts of the case; the question of merger 
did not arise, but had it done so, itis probable from the jadg- 
ments of Lords Herscnett and Macyacnrten that whatever is 
left of Zoulmin v. Steere would have been overruled, and it 
seems correct to say that, at the present time, equity will prevent 
amerger of a charge wherever this is fur the advantage of the 
owner of the estate and tho charge, save only where a mortgagor 
pays off a first mortgage created by himself. 

It does not appear upon principle that thore should be any 
difference in the above respect between the merger of estates 
and the merger of charges, and indeed, section 25 (4) of the 
Judicature Act, 1873, which now forbids merger at law where 
the beneficial interest would not be merged in equity, expressly 
refers to estates. The merger of estates is the rosult of the 
technical rule that a less estate is ex'inguished when it is vested 
in the same person as a greater estate without any intermediate 
estate between them, and there may be consequent loss or incon- 
venience calling for the intervention of equity in the same 
manner as where a charge is threatened with extinction. A 


familiar example is where the greater and the less estate are 


yested in the same person in different rights, as where he holds 
one estate beneficially and the other as executor or trustee. Under 
such circumstances there is no merger of the lesser estate in 
equity, whatever might formerly be the case at law: Chambers 
v. Kingham (27 W. BR. 189, 10 Ch..D. 743). And in Jagle v. 
Vaughan Jenkins (48 W. R. 684;.1900, 2 Ch. 368) it was 
expressly decided by Farwett, J., that the principle applicable 
to the merger of charges in equity is.applicable also to the 
merger Of leases. In that case a tenant for life had obtained an 
agreement fur a long lease from the preceding tenant for life, on 
the faith of which he erected a house at a cost of £1,500. 
Upon his death the remainderman claimed that all his interest 
under the agreement had been merged in his life estate, so 


‘that his executor was not entitled to the grant of a lease, 


and it was argued that the equity to prevent a merger of 
a charge upon the grouad of expr’ss or presumed inten- 
tion did not apply to the caso of a lease. But Farwett, J., 
declined to recognize any such distinction. ‘The principle 
being,” ho said, ‘‘that the court looks tu the benefit of the 
person in whom the interests coalesce, I cannot ses why there 
should be any distinction ia this respect between a beneficial 
lease and a term to secure a charge.” Hence, as it was clearly 
for the benefit of the tenant for life that the term, or his right to 
havo a term granted, should be kept alive, there was no 
merger. 

The case of Capital and Counties Bank v. Rhodes (supra) was 
an application of the same principle. In 1871 a lease of premises 
was granted to Raopxs for a term of ninety-nine years from the 
24th of June, 1869, at a rent of £100. In May, 1597, 
Ruopes demised the premises for the residuo of the term, 
less one day, to Messrs. Frowgr & Soxs as security fur £5,000. 
In June, 1899, Ruopes purchased the frechold reversion at 
auction for £3,650, and in the following month ho took a con- 
veyance subject to, but with the benefit of, tho lease of 1871. 
He was assisted in the purchase by the Capital and Counties 
Bank, and concurrently with the conveyance to himself he mort- 
gaged both the freehold and the leasehold term to the bank to 
secure £3,000, Inasmuch, however, as the premises were 


situate in a compulsory registration district, these conveyances did: 


not pass the legal estate in the freehold, and the omission was not 
cured until in August, 1899, Ruopgs applied for registration 
with a possessory title. His own title and also a charge in favour 
of the bank were duly registered, and the charge contained a 
conveyance of tho premises to the bank in foe simple subject 
toredemption, The result, so it was held in the Court of Appeal, 
was to vest tho legal reversion in fee in the bank, and upon the 
bankruptcy of Ruopgs they demanded from Frower & Sons, 
who had entered into possession under their mortgage, payment 
of the rent of £100 reserved by tho lease of 1871. The latter 
contended that the lease had been merged in the freehold when 
this was acquired by Ruopgs, and that tho rent reserved by it was 
inenquenily gone. At law it seems that this result must have 

owed, ‘The nominal reversion on the mortgage term and the 
freehold reversion immediately succoeding it me united in 





the same person when Ruopss, by registration, acquired the legal 
fee, and the nominal reversion was therefore merged, but, cf * 
course, without prejudice to the rights of Frower & Soxs 
as sub-lessees. But while they were thus protected against 
extinction of the mortgage term, they were not allowed to claim 
the benefit of exemption from rent which the merger of the 
leasehold reversion would have involved. Approving of the 
decision of Farwett, J., in Ingle v. Vaughan Jenkins (supra), the 
Court of Appeal held that merger of estates was in equity a 
question of intention, and that the circumstances attending the 
purchase of the freehold reversion by Ruoves shewed an inten- 
tion that the term should be kept alive. Most important, 
perhaps, was the fact that the existence of the term, with the 
rent of £100 incident to it, had been prominently put before the 
bank as an item in the security on which the £3,060 was to be 
advanced. This involved an intention on the part of Ruopgs 
that the term should be kept alive, and consequently there was 
no merger, 








Reviews. 


Books Received. 


A Treatise on the Law and Practice of Injunctions. By Wiu1aM 
WILLIAMSON KERR, Barrister-at-Law. Fourth Edition. By EpGar 
Percy Hewitt, LL.D., Barrister-at-Law, assisted by Sypvrey E. 
WILLIAMS, Barrister-at-Law, and Jonny MEtyrn Paterson, M.A., 
LL.M., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

Digest of Highway Cases, together with all the Principal Statutes 
relating to Highways, Bridges, and Locomotives. By J. E. R. 
STEPHENS, Barrister-at-Law. The Sanitary Publishing Co. (Limited). 

A History of English Law. By W.S. Hotpswortn, M.A., B.C.L., 
Barrister-at-Law. Volume I. Methuen & Co. 


Reports of Mining Cases Decided by the Courts of British 
Columbia and the Courts of Appeal therefrom to the Ist of October, 
1902; with an Appendix of Mining Statutes from 1853 to 1902, and 
a Glossary of Mining Terms. By the Honourable AncHER MARTIN, 
one of the Justices of the Supreme Court of British Columbia and 
the Judge in Admiralty for that Province, The Carswell Co. 
(Limited), Toronto. 


A Digest of the Law relating to Marine Insurance. By M. D. 
Cuatmers, C.8.I., Parliamentary Counsel to the Treasury, and 
DoveGLas OWEN, Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition. William Clowes 
& Sons (Limited). 

Aids to the Final: Being a Complete Guide to Self-preparation 
for the Final (Pass and Honours) Examinations of the Law Society. 
Twelfth Edition. By ALBERT Gipson and ARTHUR WELDON. Law 
Notes. Publishing Offices, 

Board of Agricuiture Aunual Report of Proceedings under the 
Tithe Acts, 1836 to 1§91; the Copyhold Act, 1894; the Inclosure 
Acts, 1845 to 1899; the Agricultural Holding Acts, 1883 to 1900; the 
Drainage and Improvement of Land Acts; the Universities and 
College Estates Acts, 1858 to 1898; the Glebe Lands Act, 1888; and 
certain other Acts, for the year 1902. Together with a Summary of 
the Powers and Duties of the Board of Agriculture under these 
Statutes and of the Method of Administration. Eyre & Spottiswoode. 


Judicial Statistics, England and Wales, 1901. Part II.: Civil 
Judicial Statistics. Statistics relating to the Judicial Conmittee of 
the Privy Council, the House of Lords, thé Supreme Court ef 
Judicature, County Courts, and_other Civil Courts. Edited by Joun 
MAcponELL, Esq., C.B., LL.B., a Master of the Supreme Courts, 
Eyre & Spottiswoode. 








In the course of a discussion in the House of Commons on the Estimates, 
the Attorney-General said he was glad to be able to announce that, 
according to his information, the state of things in the Court of Appeal in 
regard to arrears was very much thore satisfactory than it was last year. 
In Chancery appeals, the arrears of which were very large indeed last year, 
the court was almost, if not altogether, abreast of its work. With regard 
to the King’s Bench appeals the state of things was not quite so satis- 
factory, but even there he believed the court was not very far behind, No 
doubt the improvement was due in part to the sitting of the third court 
over which the Lord Chancellor presided ; and according as such help 
might be required again from time to time that court would be — 
tioned, so that the necessity of appointing further judges would be 
avoided. Of course it was extremely satisfactory that the arrears should 
have been brought into a more convenient compass, because as soon as 
arrears began to mount up further arrears were piled on their top owing to 
numbers of appeals being entered by litigants for the purpose of gaining 
time, It was truly said, indeed, by a distinguished lawyer of the United 
States that the way to keep down arrears was to have none, 
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Points to be Noted. 


Conveyancing. 


Bankruptcy—After-acquired Real Estate.—Under the Bank- 
ruptey Act, 1583, ss. 44 and 54, all property acquired by a bankrupt 
after the bankruptcy vests in the trustee, but in regard to personal 
property (including leaseholds: Te Clayton and Barclay’s Contract, 
43 W. R. 549; 1895, 2 Ch. 212) this principle has been held not to 
apply, and the bankrupt can dispose of such property so long as the 
trustee does not intervene to claim it: Cohen v. Mitchell (38 W. R. 551, 
25 Q. B. D. 262). The exception, however, does not apply to real 
estate, and to make a title to this the concurrence of the trustee is 
essential.—_ LONDON AND County CoNTRACTS (LIMITED) v. TALLACK 
(Kekewich, J., Jan. 19) (51 W. R. 408). 


Criminal Law. 


Dying Declarat'on—Agreement to Commit Suicide Together 
—Statement by One Dying.—The prisoner and his wife agreed 
together to commit suicide. The prisoner purchased poison which 
was taken by both him and his wife. Remedies were applied, but 
the woman died, and the prisoner was indicted for her murder. The 
woman was conscious before death, but in great pain. She 
several times said ‘‘I’m dying,” and then made a state- 
ment to « nurse in the hospital-to which she was carried. 
She died about twelve hours afterwards. It was proposed by the 
prosecution to prove the statement. Counsel for the prisoner objected. 
Kennedy, J., refused to admit the statement, on the ground that it 
had not been satisfactorily shewn that the deceased really believed 
she wasdying. There must be the expectation of impending death, 
and all hope of recovery must be abandoned. The mere use of the 
words ‘I’m dying ” by one in great pain is not conclusive, and the 
frequent repetition of the words make their weight all the less. The 
prisoner_was convicted and sentenced to death—REXx v. ABBOTT 
(67 J. P. 151). 





New Orders, &c. 


New Rules of the Supreme Court. 
The following notice appears in the London (azelle :— 
The Lord Chancellor’s Office, May 22, 1903. 
Rules of the Supreme Court. 

Notice is hereby given, under the Rules Publication Act, 1893, that 
Draft Rules have been made on thé following subjects : 

Order III. Rule 9. Writ in libel actions to identify publications. 

Order XI. Rule 7. Service of writ abroad to be by request through 
Foreign Office. 

Order XXII. Rule 17. Colonial Stocks under the Act of 1900 
and India 25 per cent. added to Court Investments. 

Order XXXVII. Rule 54. Rules as to Foreign Tribunals. 
Evidence. 

Order LXI. Masters of the Supreme Court. 
ment.) 

Order LXV. Rule 26a. Taxation of bills in non-contentious 
matters. 

Order LXVIT. Rule 2. Service by post in District Registries, 

Amendment of Order as to Fees (No. 135) on vacating a bond. 

Copies of the Draft Rules may be obtained on application at the 
Lord Chancellor's Office, House of Lords. [On inquiry at the Lord 
Chancellor's Office we are informed that the Draft Rules are not yet 
ready for issue. | 





(Taxing Depart- 





High Court of Justice. 
Wuitsen Vacatios, 1903. 
Noliec, 


There will be no sitting in court during the Whilsun Vacation. 

During the Whitewn Vacation all applications ‘‘ which may require 
to be immediately or promptly heard ”’ are to be made to the Honourable 
Mr. Justice Swinfen Eady. 

Mr. Justice Swinfen Eady will act as Vacation Judge from Saturday, 
May Ath, to Monday, June 4th, both days inclusive. 

His lordship will sit in King’s Bench Judges’ Chambers at 11 o’clock 
on Friday, Jane 5th. On other days within the above period applications 
in urgent matters may be made to his lordship by post or, if necessary, 
perumally. 

In the case of applications to the judge by post the brief of counsel 
should be sent addressed to the judge by book-post or parcel, prepaid, 
accompanied by office copies of the affidavits in support of the application, 
and ale, by @ minute, on a separate shect of xr, signed by counsel, of 
the order he may consider the applicant entitled to, and aleo an envelope 
capable of recejving the papers, addressed ae follows; “ Chancery Official 








Letter: To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery Registrars’ Chambers 
Royal Courts of Justice, London, ‘W.C.”’ . 

On applications for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of the 
writ, and a certificate of writ issued, must also be sent. 

The papers sent to the judge will be returned to the registrar. 

The address of the Vacation Judge can be obtained on application at the 
Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice. 








Result of Appeals. 
House of Lords. 


Colls v. Home and Colonial Stores (Limited). Further and fully heard, and 
consideration adjourned sine die. May 22. 

M’Craig v. Kemp or Nelson and Others. Considered. Interlocutor 
appealed from reversed ; interlocutor of the Lord Ordinary restored : 
the respondents to pay to the appellant her costs both here and below, 
May 25. 

Hulthen v. C. A. Stewart & Co. Considered. Order appealed from 
affirmed and appeal dismissed with costs, May 25. 


Earl of Home v. Lord Belhaven and Stenton et a contra. Considered, 
Interlocutor appealed from reversed, and cause remitted with direc. 
tions; the respondent in the original appeal to pay to the appellant 
his costs both here and below; cross-appeal dismissed with costs, 
May 25. 

London and North-Western Railway Co. v. Walker and Another. Counsel 
further heard on a question of costs; cause further and fully con- 
sidered. Order appealed from reversed, and judgment to be entered 
for the appellants (defendants below) ; the respondents to pay to the 
appellants their costs of the action and of the appeals to the Court of 
Appeal and to this House. May 26. 


Upperton (Pauper) v. Matthew White Ridley and Another. Considered, 
Order appealed from affirmed, and appeal dismissed. May 26, 


[House adjourned to Jime 11.] 


Appeal. Court I. 
(New Trial Paper.) 
(For Judgment.) 

Sergeant v. Nash and Another. , Application of defendants for judgment 
or new trial on appeal from verdict and judgment, at trial before. Mr. 
Justice Darling and a common jury, Middlesex (set down Feb. 13, 
1903). Dismissed with costs. May 22. 

(Mentioned.) 

Dandridge v. Hayles. New trial granted. May 22. 

(For Hearing.) 


Montagu and Fancy v. Duddy. Application of defendant for judgment or 
new trial on appeal from verdict and judgment, at trial before Mr. 
Justice Bigham and a common jury, Dorchester (set down Feb. 14, 
1903). Judgment entered for defendant with costs here and below. 
May 22. 

(Original Motions.) 

Angel v. Merchants’ Marine Insurance Co. (Limited). Appeal of 
defendant company for direction to taxing-master as to costs of 
appeal (by order). Dismissed with costs. May 22. 

Fisher and Another v. Cook and Others. Application of defendant 
H. T. Cook for stay of execution until after hearing of appeal (No. 
79, New Trial Paper). Stay of execution on payment into court of 
£2,500; costs of appeal to be respondent’s in any event. May 25. 

Dowden v. Pook. 4 pmo of plaintiff for security for costs of appeal 
(No. 77, New Trial Paper). £15 to be paid into court. May 25. 

(Interlocutory List.) 

Heath and Others v. A. E. and A. M. Jay, Richard Tilden Smith and The 
Duchess of Coolgardie Gold Mining Syndicate. Appeal of defendants 
A. E.and A. M. Jay from order of Mr. Justice Bigham (set down 
April 25, 1903). Dismissed with costs. Muay 25. 

McCulloch v. Grant. Appeal of defendant from order of Mr. Justice 
Bucknill (set down May 11, 1903). Settled on terms. May 25. 

(New Trial Paper.) 

Lehmann v. Weinberger. Application of plaintiff for judgment or new 
trial on appeal from verdict and judgment, at trial before Mr. Justice 
Darling and a,common jury, Middlesex (set down Feb, 23, 1903). 
Dismissed with costs. May 26. 

Sibon v. London General Omnibus Co. Application of plaintiffs for judg- 
ment of new trial on appeal from verdict afid judgment, at trial 
before Mr. Justice Darlingand a common jury, Middlesex (set down 
Feb, 28, 1903). Dismissed with costs. Muay 27. 

Penwill v. The Western Finance Association (Limited), Application of 
defendant for judgment or new trial on appeal from verdict and judg- 
ment, at trial before Mr. Justice Channell and a common jury, Bristol 
(set down March 2, 1903), Dismissed with costs. Muy 27. 

Ruffa v. Minter. Application of plaintiff Ruffa for extension of time # 
serve notice of motion for a new trial. Extended time for appeal, 
paying £15 for security of costs. Muay 28, 
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(New Trial Paper.) 

Priest and Another vr. Last. Application of defendant for judgment or 
new trial on appeal from verdict and judgment, at trial before Mr. 
Justice Walton and a special jury, Liverpool (set down March 10, 
1903). Dismissed with costs. May 28. 


Cronan v. Stanier. Appeal of plaintiff from order of Mr. Justice Bigham 
(set down May 26, 1903), by order. Dismissed with costs. May 28. 


Appeal Court II. 
(General List). 
(For Judgment.) 


Nightingale v. Reynolds and Others. Appeal of plaintiff from order of 
Mr. Justice Kekewich, and cross-notice by defendants. Dismissed 
with costs. May 22. 

(General List.) 


Wright v. Lawson. Appeal of plaintiff from order of Mr. Justice Kekewich 
(set down Feb. 26, 1903). Dismissed with costs. May 22. 


In Bankruptcy.) 


In re A Debtor (Ex parte The Debtor), No. 327 of 1903. From a receiving 
order made by Mr. Registrar Hope, dated April 18, 1903. Dismissed 
with costs. May 22. 

(General List.) 


Chetwynd v. Leyland. Appeal of plaintiff from order of Mr. Justice 
Buckley (set down March 10, 1903). .Dismissed with costs. May 22. 


In re the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1893, and In re James McEwan & Co. 
(Limited), Appeal of petitioner R. W. Inglis from order of Mr. 
Justice Buckley (set down March 11, 1903). Dismissed with costs. 
May 22. 

(Interlocutory List.) 


In re James McEwen & Co. (Limited). Greeff v. The Company and Others. 
Appealof R. W. Inglis from refusal of Mr. Justice Farwell (set down 
April 30, 1903). Dismissed with costs. May 22. 

In the Matter of the Companies Acts, 1862 and 1890. and In the State of 
of Wyoming Syndicate (Limited). Appeal of Major Graham and H. 
Walter from order of Mr. Justice Buckley (set down August 2, 1902). 
Dismissed with s by consent. May 25. 


Inre Robert3. Powell v. Roberts. Appeal of defendant from order of 
Mr. Justice Byrne (set down March 13, 1903). Dismissed with costs. 
May 25. 

(Interlocutcry List.) 


In re Birmingham Breweries (Limited). Ward v. The Birmingham 

Breweries (Limited). Appeal of plaintiff from order of Mr. Justice 
- Kekewich (set down May 2, 1903). Allowed with costs. May 26. 

Inre The Yorkshire Woolcombers’ Association (Limited). Holdsworthv. The 
Woolcombers’ Association, &c. Appeal of defendants from order of 
Mr. Justice Farwell (set down April 9, 1903). Dismissed with costs. 
May 27. 

Nicholson v. Daniels. Application of plaintiff Nicholson for leave to 
produce further evidence at hearing of appeal (No. 49, General List). 
Costs in appeal. May 28. 

In the Master of the Gangwarily Estates Co. of Ceylon and reduced. 
Petition of the company from order of Mr. Justice Kekewich (set 
down May 20, 1903), advanced by order. Dismissed. May 28. 

Lambourn v. McLellan. Appeal of defendants from order of Mr. Justice 
Kekewich (set down March 27, 1903), advanced by order. Allowed 
with costs. May 28 

Elliston ». Wheeler & Moore (R. R. Harvey, third party). Appeal of 
R. R. Harvey, third party, from order,of Mr. Justice Swinfen Eady 
set down March 11, 1903). Dismissed with costs. May 28. 

[Compiled by Mr. Anruur F. Cuarrie, Shorthand Writer.) 








Cases of the Week. 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re JOHNSON. GREENWOOD v. GREENWOOD. Kekewich, J. 
20th May. 


Wit.—Worns—Girt or Act. Securrries Yor Monry Sranpixe Invesrrp 
Ir My Nawe”’— Securitres,’?’ Porvitar anp LeGat MEANING or, 
This was a summons, taken out by the trustees, of the will, dated the 
Wth of April, 1901, of Miss Katherine Anna Johnson, deceased, to have 
determined (amongst other things) the question which of the investments 
held by the testatrix at her death were included in the description 
“securities for money standing invested in my name.”’ By her said will 
the testatrix devised certain real estate in strict settlement, and the will 
contained the following clause, ‘And IT bequeath all securities for money 
standing invested in my name after payment thereout of my just debts, 
funeral and testamentary expenses, and the legacies and duties poet 
under this my will unto my trustees hereinafter named, and direct 
that they shall stand possessed thereof upon the trusts which would 
be applicable thereto if the same were capital money arising 


from a sale under the Settled Land Acts of part of my said real 
estate hereinbefore devised,” and then followed a residuary bequest. 


At her death the testatrix was (inter alia). of the 
following investments—viz: (1) £1,400 Government Stock and other 
Securities Investment Co. (Limited) Perpetual Debenture Stock; (2) 
£1,381 1s. 3d. India 3} per cent. Stock; (3) £3,250 North-Eastern 
Railway 4 per cent. Preference Stock ; (4) £2,000 River Wear Navigation 
and Sunderland Docks Co. Mortgage Bonds ; (5) £1,000 Metropolitan Railway 
Co. 44 per cent. Debenture Stock; (6) £1,300 Mersey Railway Co. 3 per 
cent. Perpetual Preference Stock ; (7) £300 Mortgage Bonds by the Tyne 
Improvement Commissioners of the Tyne Consolidated Fund; (8) 20 
£5 shares of the Church Schools Co. (Limited). On behalf of the residuary 
legatees it was contended, in effect, that whatever might be the 
popularly accepted meaning of the term “securities,” yet legally it 
only extended to such investments as were secured to be repaid either by 
conveyance, covenant, bond, mortgage, or debenture, and did not comprise 
in the will in question any other of the above stated investments than such 
as complied strictly with that condition. The following cases were cited, 
viz.: Ogle v. Knipe (8 Eq. 434) Hudleston v. Gouldsbury (10 Beay. 547), 
Bescoby v. Tack (1 S. & 8S. 500), Beavan v. Beavan (53 L. T. N.S. 245), 
MeDonnel v. Morrow (23 L. Ro tr. 591), and Turner v. Turner (21 L. J.N.S8. 
843), and reliance was also placed on the Trustee Act, 1893, ss. 1 and 2, 
for the implied connotation of the term “ securities,’’ and the Stock 
Exchange Official List was produced to shew that in business parlance 
‘* securities ’? was applied to allinvestments indiscriminately. 

Kexkewicn, J., in giving judgment, said that it was not possible nowa- 
days to go with any advantage into the primary and real meaning of the 
term “ securities.’” It was well known that ‘‘ security” really meant 
‘*something which freed you from care,’”’? and where you had invested 
your money something which with regard to that particular 
investment enabled you, as it were, to be like the gods who live at ease; 
that primary meaning, however, had now disappeared ; language must in 
course of time change, and in the present case there was evidence to shew 
that it had changed, that in common parlance and in business matters 
the worn ‘‘ security’? was no’ longer limited to that which frees a man 
from cexe in the sense that his money is known to be safe, and that it must 
some day be repaid. [His lordship here referred to the Trustee Act, 
1893, and the official list, and also to the Trust Investment Act, 1889 (52 & 53 
Vict. c. 32).] His lordship further found that there were two Acts of 
Parliament in the hands of lawyers, and, indeed, of everybody with regard 
to investments—viz., the Settled Land Act, 1882, and the Conveyancing 
and Law of Property Act, 1881. Hardly a day passed without some 
application under the former Act as to the investment of “ capital 
money’ arising thereunder. That Act, however, had po express 
definition of ‘securities, but in the Conveyancing Act, 1881, 
s. 2 (xiv.), “‘securities’’ were expressly defined to include 
** stocks, funds, and shares.’”” These two Acts went a long way towards 
attaching to the term the secondary meaning contended for; the question 
was, what was the length of the step from there to attaching such 
secondary meaning judicially? It was clear that in the case of the 
mortgage bonds, &c., they were necessarily ‘“‘ securities’’ in the strict 
sense, but it was not so with regard to any of the other investments, for 
there was no obligatory provision for repayment. To take the case of the 
India 3} per cent. Stock, that was not strictly a ‘‘security’’; it was 
charged upon the revenues of India, and was “‘redeemable,’’ but it was 
not repayable by the borrower. Upon the whole his lordship thought he 
was entitled with regard to the older cases—not by any means to ignore 
them—but to regard them as dealing with a different context, and as set 
in circumstances which, in the days when they were decided, led the court 
to take a different view. It might be inaccurate, but it was clear that all 
such investments were popularly described as ‘securities,’ and his 
lordship therefore held that they all passed under the gift in question.— 
CounseL, P. O. Lawranee, K.C., and Jessel; Warrington, KC., and 
a’B. Terrell; Stewart Smith, K.C., and Adams. Soricrrons, Waterhouse & 
Co., for Winterbotham, Gurney, § Co., Cheltenham ; Rowelifes, Rawle, & Co. ; 
Dangerfield §& Blythe, for Maddisons, Durham. 


[Reported by Avan C. Nesarrr, Esqg., Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re PEIRSON’S SETTLEMENT. CAYLEY v. DE WEND. Byrne, J. 
1ith May. 


Marnriuce Serriewent—Trvest ror Persons woo Worty Havg Been 
EntitLtep as Wire's Next-or-xin tr Wire nav Svcaviven Hrsraxp— 
Survivorsnir or Hvsnanp—Tive ror Ascertatsine Next-or-Kry, 


This was a summons to determine the persons entitled to certain fands 
as Mrs. Peirson’s next-of-kin. The facts of the case were as follows: The 
ultimate trust in the marriage settlement of Miss P. and Mr. Peirson, dated 
the Ist of December, 1852 (which took effect), directed the trustees to hold 
certain funds “in trust for the person or persons who under the statutes 
made for the distribution of intestates’ personal estates would then be 
entitled to the personal estate of A. P."’ (the wife) ‘in case she having 
survived ”’ her husband had died possessed of the said stocks, funds, and 
securities, and to’be paid and divided accordingly. Mr, and Mrs, Peirson 
each took a life interest in the funds. Mrs, Peirson died on the Istof May, 
1891, and Mr. Peirson on the 9th of November, 1902. The question arose 
whether the wife's next-of-kin at her own death or at her husband's death 
took under the trust. 

Byanr, J., following Pinder v. Pinder (28 Reavy. 44), held that the wife's 
next-of-kin were under the trust the ons Who answered to that 
description at the date of her husband's death, —Counsnt, TLE. PU Navee : 
J. FW. Galbraith wand TP. Law. Sotacrrons, Cayley § Gepley. 





| Reported by J, Axruvr Pater, By., Rarrister-at-Law, | 
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COOPER v. LAIDLER. Buckley, J. 12th, 13th and 19th May. 


Easement — Licnt—Tareatenep Insurny— Remepy—Insvncrion on 
Damaces—Jcrispicrion To Grant Damaces—Harpsnrep—Orrnression — 
Lorp Carens’ Act, 1858 (21 & 22 Vicz. c. 27), s. 2. 

In this action the plaintiff sought to restrain the threatened infringe- 
ment of his ancient lights by the defendant. The plaintiff was the owner 
of a cottage a short distance from a street in Newcastle, and the defendant 
was the owner of a plot of land between the cottage and the street. The 
defendant proposed to erect on his plot buildings which, as the plaintiff 
contended, and his lordship found to be the fact, would materially and 
substantially interfere with the plaintiff's lights. The only question 
calling for a report was whether, under the circumstances of the case, an 
injunction ought not, under Lord Cairns’ Act, to be granted in lieu of 
damages. The defendant submitted that his plot of land and the buildings 
which he proposed to erect on it were very much more valuable than the 
plaintiff's cottage, and that, having regard to the fact that the plaintiff had 
refused £5,000 for the property from the defendant's predecessors in title, 
and that the cottage was worth much less than that sum, the present action 
was brought for the purpose of extorting money from the defendant. 
Consequently, he urged, the case was one in which an injunction ought 
not to be granted. On behalf of the plaintiff it was contended that ina 
quia timet action the court has no jurisdiction to award damages in lieu of 
an injunction: Dreyfus v. Peruvian Guano Co, (43 Ch. D. 316, 343). 

Bucetey, J., in a reserved judgment, said that the authorities on the 
scope and effect of Lord Cairns’ Act seemed to stand as follows: (1) 
Where a mandatory injunction was asked, the Act gave jurisdiction to 
substitute damages for an injunction ; (2) where the injun2tion asked was 
one to restrain a continuing nuisance, there would seem to be jurisdiction 
to grant damages instead of an injunction: Shelfer v. City of London Electric 
Lighting Co., per A. L. Smith, L.J. (1895, 1 Ch. 287, 319) ; but (3) where 
no wrongful act has been committed, but an injunction was sought to 
restrain its commission, the Court of Appeal had expressed a clear 
opinion in Dreyfus v. Peruvian Guano Co. that the Act conferred no 
power to give damages instead of an injunction. The point was not 
decided in Marvin v. Price (1894, 1 Ch. 276), but Dreyfus v. Peruvian Guano 
Co, was there referred to as a clear opinion against the existence’of such 
jurisdiction. In Shelfer v. City of London Electric Lighting Co. it was stated 
that since the Act there had been only fourteen cases in which damages in 
lieu of an injunction had been granted against the will of the plaintiff, 
and of those the only case in which a prohibitory injunction had been 
sought was Holland v. Worley (26 Ch. D. 578), a decision which had been 
doubted. But without resting his judgment solely on the opinion of the 
Court of Appeal, he thought that, for other reasons, the injunction 
ought to go. The plaintiffs’ easement of light was a right at common 
law. The remedy in equity by way of injunction was a remedy in aid 
of that legal right, and the plaintiff was entitled to it as of course, 
unless there was something special in the case, such as /aches, or that 
the interference wit: the light was only trivial or occasional. The 
jurisdiction to give damages, where it existed, was not so to be used as in 
fact to enable the defendant to purchase from the plaintiff against his will 
his legal right t» the easement: Dent v. Auction Mart Co. (2 Eq. 238), 
Aynsley v. Glover (18 Ey. 544), Smith v. Smith (20 FE j- 500), Greenwood v. 
Hornsey (33 Ch. D. 471), and Shelfer vy. City of London Electric Lighting Co. 
If the injury were trivial and the damages could be covered by a very small 
sum—say, £20 (Dent v. Auction Murt Co., Aynsley v. Glover), or £5 cr £6 
(Home and Colonial Stores y. Calls, 1902, 1 Ch. 302), the court might, where 
there was jurisdiction, give damages ; but except in such cases the owner 
of the legal right was entitled to the injunction which was but the equitable 
remedy to perfect his right. In the present case he found that the damage 

would be substantial. Ife thought that the argument that the plaintiff 
was altempting to extort money by asking for an iujunction was fallacious. 

It was not extortion fo ask a price which the property for exceptional 

reasons, such as contiguity to a building site and the existence of an ease- 
ment of light, in fact commanded. It was no more oppressive in the 
plaintiff to say that he wanted the full sum which his property would com- 
mand, having regard to the existing easement, than it was in the defendant 
to say that he must be allowed to build in disregard of the easement. He 
thought, therefore, that the plaintiff was entitled to an injunction.— 
Counser, Astbury, KC, and Minghan; Buckmaster, %.C., and Mon. 
FP. Russell. Sovrvetro2rs, Roweliffn, Reok, & C., for Cropr §& Goodger, 

Neweastle-on-Tyne; Cro-sman, Prichard, Crossman, & Block, for Dees & 

Thompson, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 

[Reps-tel by IL. L. Ozarstros, E 


H:gh Court—Probate, &c., Division. 
HOUGHTON +. HOUGHTON, Jeune, P. 18th May. 
Drrorer—Revi 
This waz an und fended matrimonial suit in which the question whether 
desertion could revive adulte ry which had been condoned was considered 
and decided, The facts were shortly as follows: The parties were married 
om the 19th of October, 1847, at the Parish Church of Satterton, Lincoln- 
shire, and there were four children of the marriage. Shortly after the 
marriage the respondent committed incestuous adultery, but the petitioner 
cubsequently resumed cohabitation ; he afterwards deserted her. Counsel 
submitted that, although it had never been decided that desertion did 
revive adultery, nevertheless it had never been specifically excepted in the 
jaigment« of Palner v. Palmer (2 Sw. & Tr. 613, Dent v. Dent (A Sw. & Tr. 
105), Newsome v. Niwsome (2 P. & YD. 20%), Moore y. M, (1892, P. 382) and 
Rogers ¥. Rogers (1494, P. V1). 


~Desrntiox—Coxpoxen ADULTERY. 








Jeune, P., in giving judgment, said that he thought he might yield to 
the arguments of counsel, which he was anxious to do in view of the ques- 
tion raised. lis only doubt was whether, as the Matrimonial Canses Act, 
1857, had enumerated certain marital offences and had omitted the offence 
of desertion, the Legislature had intended any difference to be made in 
the case of the offence of desertion. ‘The words, however, as used in the 
case of Dent v. Dent (4 Sw. & Tr. 108) were viry wide. Certainly desertion 
was no less an offence than cruelty, for it | roxe up cohabitation. Ie thought, 
therefore, that, although the Act did not specifically mention desertion, the 
court was entitled to read the section of the Act in question—viz , section 
31, broadly. The point, so far as he could ascertain, had never yet been 
definitely settled, but he felt himself now justified in holding that deser- 
tion did revive adultery previously condoned.—Counsei, H. Newson, 
Soricrrons, Spencer § Co. 

‘Reported by Gwyyye Harr, Esq., Barrister-at-Lavw. } 


. ye 9 - . . m. 
High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
BROWN v. WHITLOCK. Div. Court. 26th May. 

Scrcron Dentisr—Unavatiriep Person—Misteapinc Representations 
ny Means or Prats anp Letrenrs on Gas Lamp—S UNLAwrvutty Takine 
AND Usinec AN Apprtrion or Description *?—Dentisrs Act, 1878 (41 & 42 
Vict. c. 33), s. 3. 

Appeal by case stated from a decision of the metropolitan police magis- 
trate sitting at West London, dismissing an information charging the 
respondent with unlawfully taking and using an addition or description, 
**R.D.S. (Eng.), Surgeon Dentist,’”’ implying that he then was registered 
under the Dentists Act, 1878, s. 3, or that he was specially qualified to 
practice dentistry. In November, 1902, the respondent practised as a 
dentist at 531, Fulham-road, 8.W., his name not being on 


the dentists’ register, nor was he a legally qualified medical prac- , 


titioner. The kouse was situated at the corner of the Fulham-road 
and the Waterford-road, the front door being on the Fulham-road, 
On the front railings in the Fulham-road was exhibited a marble 
slab with ‘* Mr. W. Lawson Whitlock, 10—5” inscribed on it. At the side 
of the front door facing Fulham-road the words “‘ Mr. R. C. Stent, R.D.S, 
(Eng.), Surgeon Dentist ’’ were exhibited on a black marble slab, and a 
gas lamp fixed on a standard in the forecourt of the premises had the 
words ‘* Messrs. Stent & Stent, Surgeon Dentists. Estd. 1840. Hours of 
atttendance, 10—6, or by appointment.’’ On the side door in Waterford- 
road was a brass plate with the words ‘‘ Mr. C. R. Stent, R.D.S. (Eng.), 
Surgeon Dentist.’”’ On the 16th of November Jast year the appellant 
called at 531, Fulham-road and asked the respondent if he was Mr. Stent, 
and the respondent answered that Mr. Stent had been dead some time and 
that he was Mr. Whitlock. He also stated he had a perfect right to use 
the name as he was doing, as he had purchased the practice from the personal 
representatives of Mr. Stent and the right to keep Stent’s name and qualifica- 
tions upon the premisesin the way he was doing. The magistrate held, on 
these facts, that the respondent had not taken and used an addition or 
description ‘‘ R.D.S. (Eng.), Surgeon Dentist’? implying that he was then 
registered under the Dentists Act, 1878, or that he was specially qualified 
to practice dentistry, and dismissed the information. ‘The appellant con- 
tended that the respondent by exhibiting his name in the way he did bad 
brought himself within section 3 of the Dentists Act, 1878, and had held 
himself out as a fully-qualified practitioner, and Roya! College of Veterinary 
Surgeons v. Robinson (1892, 1 Q. B. 557) was relied on, For the respondent 
it was argued that there had been no user by him within the meaning of 
the Act as laid down in Ladd vy. Gould (1 L, 'T. 325), and that the court 
could not interfere, as it was a question of fact which the magistrate had 
decided, 

Tne Cover (Lord Atvensrone, C.J., and Wiis and Cranneit, JJ.) 
held that the appeal must be dismissed. Whatever conclusion th-y might 
have come to on the evidence, they could not interfere with the finding of 
fact by the magistrate.—Counset, Maemorran, K.C., and R. W. Turner; 
Stu:rt Beavan, Sorscitors, Bowman §& Curtis-layward ; Coad. 

[Reported by Ersxixe Reip, Esy., Barrister-at-Law. 


REX + THE HIGH BAILIFF OF WES3IMINSTER. Fy pirte THE 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL. Div. Court, 20th May. 
Loxpow Country Councrn (Improvement) Acr, 1899 (62 & 63 Vict. © 
ccLxvi.), 8. 20—Lanps CLausrs Consonipation Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. ¢. 

18), ss. 38, 51—Aniecarion tHat Premises ro ne Acquinen were Is- 

saniTary—‘ Sratyp Orren’’—Juny Discnancep arren Giving Vrrpict 

As T0 Sanrrany Conprrion oy Premises, nur Brroxrk Trey Fouxp 48 

ro Tur VaLue ov tue Property—Ricur or Crammanr to THen Accert 

‘Sem Previotsty Orrenep,” 

Tn this case a rule nisi had been obtained directed to the High Bailiff of 
Westminster to shew cause why a mandamus should not issue to him to 
summon a jury to determine the sum to be paid by the London County 
Council to the claimants, Elizabeth 8. Burgis and Jane Croft, for the 
purchase of their estate and interest in 19, Vere-strect, St. Clement Danes, 
and by loss and damage, by reason of the taking of the premises under the 
London County Council (Improvement) Act, 1899, which Act empowered 
the county council to make a new street from Holborn to the Strand, and 
other street improvements. On the 4th of March, 1902, the county 
council sent to the claimants a notice to treat, and in that notice the 
council claimed under section 20 of the Act of 1899 that the premises 
were in an insanitary condition, That section provides that where pro- 
perty is said to be insanitary evidence as to its condition may be given, and 
if the court or person be satisfied by such evidence, then the purchas- 
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———— 
money shall be assessed according to the principles indicated in section 21 
of the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890. On the 27th of March 
the claimants delivered to the council a notice of claim. On the 5th of 
November, 1902, the council delivered to the claimants a sealed offer of 
£1,600, in accordance with section 38 of the Land Clauses Act 1845. On 
the 18th of November the claimants wrote refusivg the offer, and on the 
nd of November a warrant was issued by the council to the high bailiff 
to summon a special jury. The jury found that the premises were 
jnsanitary, and the claimants then said they would accept the sealed offer. 
The council objected and said it was too late, but the high bailiff held that 
the claimants were entitled to accept the sealed offer, and he discharged the 
jary without their giving a verdict as to the amount of compensation. The 
council then obtained the present rule. Against the rule it was said that 
itwas open to the claimants to accept the offer at any time up to verdict, 
and Reg v. Master Manley Smith (12 Q. B.D. 481) was cited. In support of 
the rule it was said that the claimants could only accept the offer within 
the ten days prescribed by section 38 of the Land Clauses Act, 1845, and 
Hayward v. Metropolitan Railway (33 L. J. Q. B. 73) was relied on, 

Tax Covrt (Lord Atverstong, C.J., and Wits and Cuannett, JJ.) held 
that the sealed offer was a continuing offer up to verdict, and therefore 
the decision of the high bailiff was right. Rule discharged accordingly.— 
CovnseL, Danckwerts, K.C., and &. C, Glen ; Dickens, K.C., and Corrie Grant. 
Soucirors, Lewis § Lewis ; Blaxland. 

[Reported by Easkixr Reto, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


In the Matter of FRANCIS AND OTHERS. Div. Court. 20th May. 


Gopyricat—Mustc — Summary Jvrispicrion— Evipence tTHat Piratrep 
Music was BEING Soup at A Private Hovse—Maaistnate'’s Orprr ror 
Sezvre—Mvsicat (Stmmany Procrepincs) Copyricnt Act, 1902 (2 
Ep, 7, c. 15), ss. 1, 2. 

Appeal by case stated from the decision of a metropolitan magis- 
trate sittimg at the Clerkenwell police-court on a question of law 
arising on an information laid by W. Francis. and others under section 1 
of the Musical (Summary Proceedings) Copyright Act, 1902, that at 
a private house, No. 102, Compton-passage, Clerkenwell, pirated copies 
of musical works were being sold privately, and that the appellants 
were the registered owners of the copyrights of which some of 
the pirated copies were infringements, and the magistrate was asked 
to make an order authorizing a constable to seize the said copies 
without warrant and to bring them before the court, The magistrate was 
satisfied by the evidence before him that there was reasonable ground for 
beieving that pirated copies of musical works were being sold at the 
private house; but he declined to make the order required, being of 
opinion that under section 1 of the Act he had no power to authorize a 
constable toenter a private house to seize without a warrant, and that if 
he made such an order it would confer no authority on a constable to enter 
a private house, and would be either inoperative or induce a constable to 
commit an illegal act. 

Tar Court (Lord Atversronr, C.J., and Wi1ts and Caannett, JJ.) held 
that, although the words in section 1 of the Act did not limit the sale to 
sales by a hawker, no power was given by that section to grant a search 
warrant. Nevertheless, where a magistrate was satisfied that pirated 
copies of music were being sold in a private house, section 1 authorized him 
tomake an order for the seizure of the copies in that house, leaving it to 
the constable to execute the order if he were able to do so lawfully. The 
case was accordingly sent back to the magistrate with directions to him to 
make an order in the terms of section 1. Appeal allowed accordingly, no 
order as to costs.—Counset, Serution, K.C., and Herman Cohen; Warde, for 
the owner of the pirated copies; H. Suttcn, for the magistrate. Sorict- 
tons, P. J. Rutland ; Cowel § Co.; The Treasury Solicitor. 


[Reported by Exskrxe Rew, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. } 


CONSETT URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL +. CRAWFORD. Div. Court. 
2ist May. 
Pretic Heauru—Nursance—Power to Enter Prewisrs—Pvuniic Hear 
Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), ss. 102, 306, 

This was an appeal from the decision of the justices of Durham refusing 
to convict the respondent Crawford on an information charging him with 
having wilfully obstructed certain members of the district council in the 
execution of their duty under the Public Health Act, 1875. The following 
facts appeared from the special case: On the 10th of July, 1902, a notice 
Was served on the respondent as owner of certain premises requiring him 
to abate a nuisance on those premises on the 24th of July. Seven members 
of the council and two officers of the council, together with the county 
medical officer of the borough, visited, in accordance with a resolution passed 
by the council, a large number of properties in the urban district for the 
purposes of inspection, and on arriving at Pitt-street five councillors, 
two officers, and the county medical officer went into the yard of the 
premises belonging to the respondent and in respect of which premises 
notice to abate a nuisance had been given to the respondent, leaving two of 
the councillors talking together outside. ‘The respondent and his son having 
come up, the former asked the two councillors if they were making an 
tispection, and on hearing that they were, and that the councillors and 
doctor were inside, he pulled the door to, put a padlock on and locked them 
i,and thereby prevented the two councillors who were outside from 
coming on the premises and also prevented the five councillors inside the 
Premises from getting out. On these facts the council submitted 

t the respondent ought to be convicted under section 306 of the 
Public Healih Act, 1875, of having wilfully obstructed them in their 
duties. The material words of that section are as follows: ‘ Any person 
Who wilfully obstructs any member of the local authority orany person duly 


employed in the execution of this Act shall be liable for every such offence 














to a penalty not exceeding five pounds ”’ ; and section 102 of the same Act 
provides that where admission to ae | premises for the purpose of ex- 
amining as to a nuisance is ref , any justice may make an _order 
requiring the person having the custody of .the premises to admit the local 
authority or any of their officers. The magistrates dismissed the summons 
on the ground that the council were trespassers, as they had not asked any 
person’s permission to enter the premises, and that the respondent had not 
wilfully obstructed them in the execution of their duties. The pro 
course, in their opinion, was for the council to apply for an order admitting 
them to the premises on the ground that the respondent had refused 
admission to the two councillors who remained outside. 

Tue Cover (Lord Atversrong, C.J., and Witts and Caannett, JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Atversrong, C.J., after stating the above facts and expressing 
his disapproval of the respondent’s conduct, continued: We must, how- 
ever, not decide the case on that ground, as the charge is a criminal one, 
the appellants must make out that it 1s conclusively proved. On the first 
point I am of opinion that if the councillors were lawfully on the premises 
the respondent’s conduct did amount to obstruction within the meaning of 
section 306, I think we must consider what are the rights of the local 
authority. The local authority had a right to deal with the question of 
nuisances in their district, and they have a general right to visit their 
district for the purpose of discovering where nuisances might exist. It is 
obvious that a great many nuisances may be discovered and dealt with 
without the necessity of entering on private property. But cases do arise 
when it is necessary to enter on private property, and power is therefore 
given by the Legislature to the authority to enter upon private property for 
the purpose of inspecting such property. We held in Wimbledon Urban District 
Council ¥. Hastings (87 L. T.118) that the right to enter was not absolute in the 
sense thatthe magistrates must when required make an order for admission 
to premises, but that magistrates have a discretion in the matter. I think 
Iam right in saying that where authorities have not permission to enter 
premises they must have an order from magistrates before entering. In 
this case the magistrates have found that the appellants had not obtained 
permission to enter, and they have also found that as they were on the 
premises without either the permission of the occupier or an order from 
justices they were not there in the execution of the Act. I cannot say they 
were wrong in coming to that conclusion, and this appeal must therefore 
be dismissed.—Counset, C. A. Russell, K.C., and Glen; R. J. Simey. 
Soricrronrs, Pritchard § Son; Belfrage § Co. 

[Reported by Atay Hooe, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


PERCY v. HALL. Div. Court. 15th and 18th May. 


Poor Ratr—Rareas_e OccupaTion—EaseMent—Tout Bripce—Occvpation 
Nor Excuicsive nut Paramount. 


This was an appeal by James Percy against a distress warrant for non- 
payment of poor rate amounting to £199 17s. The following facts were 
proved before the justices: By order of the Queen in Council the city of 
York was made a civil parish, and one rate was levied equally over the city, 
the city accountant being the chief assistant of the overseers, who retained 
for the present the services of the collectors. The rate contained two 
entries against the appellant's name in respect of a swing-gate called 
Sheldingate Bridge, the gross rental being put at £714, and the rateable 
value at £571 in each case. ‘The termsof the lease granted to the appellant 
by the corporation provided that he should pay a rent of £1,428 a year and 
also all rates and taxes. The lease further provided that during the con- 
tinuance of the lease the servants and vehicles of the corporation were 
to be granted free passage at all hours, and the bridge was to be 
opened at certain hours free for the passage of ships. A right of 
ingress to the toll-house and machinery-room for the purpose of 
repairs was reserved to the servants of the corporation, and it was 
also provided by the lease that — employed by the corporation 
for the purpose of doing repairs to the bridge might pass and repass with - 
out payment. The justices granted a distress warrant on the ground that 
by section 2 of 41 Geo. 3, c, 23, they were required to grant such a warrant 
and that the rate was not bad on the face of it. For the appellant it was 
contended the lease did not make him the occupier of the bridge. Tolls” 
were not rateable .jc1 se and could only be rated as enhancing the value of 
the land out of which they arose. Counsel cited the following cases: R. v. 
Nicholson (12 East 33), R. v. Bedminster Union (45 L. J. M. C. 118), London 
and North-Western Railway v. Buckmaster (24 WR. 16, L. R. 10 Q. B. 444), 
and Smith v. Lambeth Assessment Committee (31 W. R. 31, 10 Q. B, D. 327). 
For the respondent it was contended that the appellant had sufficient 
control of the bridge to make him rateable. Counsel cited the following 
cases: Assessment Committee of Holywell v. Halkyn Drainage Co, (18%, A. C. 
117), Stourbridge Main Drainage Board v, Seisdon Union (66 J, P, 392), and 
Req. v. Paynter (7 Q, B. 255). a ; 

Tne Cover (Lord Atvensrons, C.J., and Wits and Crannett, JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 

Lord Atvexrstonr, C.J.—-It is not disputed that this is a rateable 
subject-matter, It has been held for a long number of years that tolls are a 
subject of rateable occupation, I do not say that from the point of view of 
conveyancing the deed gave the appellant a demise of the bridge. There are 
clauses which seem to shew that what the corporation intended to give was 
inthe nature of an easement. There was a demise of a messuage or 
dwelling-house used as a toll-house and of the tolls, There were 
clauses enabling the corporation to open the bridge, which was 
a swing bridge, at certain times. There was a covenant by the lessee 
not to erect obstructions or advertisements, and there were the clauses as 
to repairs, ‘Those clauses seemed to contemplate the lessee getting rights 
on and upon the structure that were inconsistent with his having a bare 
easement if he in fact used the bridge for the purpose of collecting the 
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tolls. It became in a large degree a question of fact whether in view of 
the subject-matter, and of the kind of the occupation it was capable of, 
there had been an occupation or not. It is said that the lessee has not the 
ag occupation because the corporation has the right to open the 
ridge at certain times of the day, but that argument is not well founded. 
Looking at the subject-matter and the fact the beneficial occupation could 
only consist in getting the tolls, these rights of the corporation did not 
deprive the receiver of the tolls of the rateable occupation.—CovnseEL, 
Walter Ryde ; Glen, K.C. Sorrcrrors, P. Collings § Co. ; Ridsdale § Son. 
[Reported by ALAN Hoaa, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


Solicitors Ordered to be Suspended. 


May 27.—Cuartes Davis Anprews, of Leominster, to be suspended for 
twelve months. 

May 27.—Jonn Bannister Brown, of 24, Pentonville-road, London, 
suspended from practice, and restrained from applying for any further 
certificate until further order without the leave of the court. 








Law Societies. 


The Incorporated Law Society. 


Total number of attendances at the Council and committees from the 
25th of April, 1902, to the 1st of May, 1903, exclusive of attendances on 
the committee appointed under the Solicitors Act, 1888 : 


Name. Council. Committees. Name. Council. Committees. 
Mr. Attlee ... we BB : Mr.*Samson aa ee 2 
», Barker... ove OF 134 5, Stewart 23 7 
»» Beale ... ss 9 21 », *Trower ““< ae 30 
», Blyth .... os 20 25 |< ,, Walters i. oF 8 
», Bristow vos «82 36 » Wightman 5 _ 
», Budd ... oe 27 15 », Winterbotham 32 42 
», Cheston ee 22 20 »» Witham 33 2 


»> Hiett .«.. ics SO 23 | Extraordinary Members 


», Fladgate ee 1 retired October, 1902 : 
Sir Henry Fowler... 9 — Mr. F. Acton _ _ 
Mr. Frere ..- oo 27 », H. Baines 4 1 
» Freshfield ... 14 5 voce SoeMOyIO 20 Ob 3 
.» *Gillett ... ee 9 | ,, 8.S.Gouldsmith 1 — 
;, Godden oe 23 55 5, H. Green oe _ 
99 ROT, oes eos 27 58 », A.S. Mather... 1 _ 
» Gray Hill ... 20 35 » J. W. Morris... — ae 
», Gribble +. 30 36 ;, R.A. Pinsent... 1 1 
Sir John Hollams... 3 7 ot cae... 3 1 
Mr. Howlett ae, | -= ,, F. Watts 2 _ 
», Humfrys ss 0 4 Extraordinary Members 
», Johnson ow. 34 59 | ___ elected October, 1902 : 
» 8H. King ... 28 23 Mr. H. D. Bateson 4 4 
», *W.G. King ... 21 27 » W.H.Churton 2 _— 
59 uO vee oe 12 20 », I. G@Gibson ... — — 
;, Margetts see 5 [so Oo ee ene... & _ 
»» Marshall ae AB 2 | y, J.dohnstone.., 2 — 
», Mathews az 6 — <> ,,. H. W. Paton... — _— 
», Milne ... ws 8 = | 5, R.A. Pinsent 4 — 
», Morrell fe aS 7 | y, F.O. Taylor... 4 _ 
» Pennington ... 30 109 | ,. R.W. William- 
Rawle... ee 30 90 | son ... «ae 4&4 — 


Sir A. K.Rollit ... 29 24 we 4 eee 
. *Elected July, 1902. 


Attendances on the committee appointed under the Solicitors Act, 1888 
from the Ist of May, 1902, to the 1st of May, 1903, inclusive : — ' 


Mr. Beale... Fo nen «oo | Mr. Morrell oe one a 
Se Pe os oo 22] 4, Walters sas ase ico 
>> llett... 4% es «. 36] 5, Witham ~ oe — 
», Fladgate ... one ae 


_—_— 


Association of County Court Registrars. 
AnnvaL GeneraL Meerrne. 

The forty-sixth annual general meeting of the Association of Cou 
Court Registrars was held on Friday, the 22nd inst., at the Law Society's 
Hall, the president, Mr. Tuos: Manrsnatt (Leeds), occupying the chair. 
The following members of the committee were also present: Mr. W. O. 
Boyes (Barnet), Mr. J . Curtis (Marylebone), Mr. R. Ellett (Cirencester) 
Mr. E. A. Harley (Bristol), Mr. J. R. Musgrave (Whitehaven), Mr. R. 
Pybus (Gateshead), Mr. O. F, Read (Mildenhall), and Mr. F, W. Stone 
(Tunbridge Wells). , 

Membenrsuip. 


The report stated that the committee were glad to be able to report a 
satisfactory increase of members during the now current year, twenty- 
eight having joined since the 1st of January, 1903, and the total member- 
ship was now 245. They were convinced that if members would be good 
enough to aid them in making the objects and benefits of the association 
known to non-members the membership might be largely increased, and 
the influence and usefulness of the association corresponding] y strengthened. 





County Courts JurtspicTtion Extension Br11. 


The report contained the following paragraph : ‘‘ The committee refer to 
their report of last year on the Bill then prepared by Sir Albert Rollit on 
this subject. As members are aware, this Bill was extensive in its seope 
and one which could not possibly become law without the active assistanee 
of Government, which, for financial and other reasons, was not likely 
to be given. In the present session, therefore, Sir Albert Rollit, 
now President of the Incorporated Law Society, with the assistance 
and concurrence of Sir Henry Fowler, the president of last year, intro. 
duced a three-clause Bill simply extending the county court jurisdiction 
under sections 56 to 60 inclusive, 81, 96, 116, 138 to 139 inclusive from fifty 
to one hundred pounds, in the hope that a measure so limited might be 
passed without difficulty. The Bill was referred to the Standing Committee 
on Law, and as amended has assumed very different proportions, [py 
addition to the jurisdiction proposed to be conferred by the Bill’as drawn, 
the amended Bill proposes that an Order in Council may provide for the 
transference to any court having bankruptcy jurisdiction of actions in 
which a sum exceeding £50 is claimed, unless judgment has been obtained 
in any interlocutory proceeding (clause 5). Actions, therefore, of any 
amount falling within the jurisdiction of the county court as extended by 
the Bill may be sent to a bankruptcy county court by Order in Council, 
Pending the making of such order it is impossible to gauge exactly the 
effect of the clause, but in any event it must greatly increase the bulk, and 
still more the weight of the actions to be tried in the county courts. In 
order to relieve the judges, clause 4 gives the registrars jurisdiction up to 
£5 under section 92 of the principal Act; whether these alterations will 
have the anticipated effect of removing official objections which might be 
taken to the Bill as originally drawn may well be doubted, but that they 
will be approved by a large body of commercial and professional opinion is 
beyond doubt. ‘They will increase the labour and responsibility of 
registrars to a very serious extent, both by throwing on them much of the 
work now done by the judges and by requiring their attendance in court 
for a much longer period than at present. There is, therefore, a strong 
case for asking for remuneration on some other basis than the number of 


plaints entered, and at the proper time the committee will tike care to, 


press this case before the authorities. Registrars who are also district 
registrars of the High Court must, however, expect a diminution in the 
number of actions issued out of their registries.” 


County Court ConsoLipATeD AND AMENDED Rv es, 


The report also stated that: “‘On the 23rd of June last, the Lord 
Chancellor’s principal secretary forwarded to your president a draft, which 
had been prepared by the Rule Committee of County Court Judges, with 
a request to know whether your committee had any observations or 
suggestions tomake. The draft was a document of great length dealing 
with the whole existing practice of the county courts, with re-arrangements, 
additions, and alterations in the rules, many of them of extreme impor- 
tance. The committee immediately took up the matter, and on the 23rd 
of July sent their observations to the Lord Chancellor for his consideration, 
The Rule Committee’s draft had been prepared with great care and ability, 
and, subject to amendment, is an improvement on the existing rules. But 
if the jurisdiction of the county court is increased as proposed by Sir A, 
Rollit’s Bill the draft Consolidated Rules will have to be amended, and for 
this and other reasons it is probable that .they will be held in abeyance. 
The committee made many suggestions and criticisms, devoting a con- 
siderable time to the work, but they are, of course, unable to go into 
details in this report, the matter being sti!l in the Lord Chancellor’s hands,’ 


Practice. 


Several points of practice had been submitted to the committee for their 
opinion, and replies given. Frequent applications were made to the 
president individually for his own views on questions of practice and other- 
wise. The committee did not think it desirable to publish these questions 
and answers, as they had no authority in such matters, and would not like 
to appear to dictate to those who might not agree with them. 


Report. 


The Cuamman moved the adoption of the report. He observed that he 
thought the membership shewed a disposition to increase, and the com- 
mittee were satisfied that if only members would aid in bringing before 
gentlemen the fact of the onerous and useful duties which were performed 
by the association in the interests of registrars generally, the association 
would secure a much increased membership who did not at present 
belong to it. The association did not require increased member- 
ship because they were in need of funds, for, as the report 
shewed, they were in a good position in that respect; but they 
did want to increase the members so that the influence of the 
association might be extended, and an increase of numbers would mean & 
considerable difference in the power they could wield if the association 
numbered 400 instead of 250 members. As regarded the County Courts 
Bill, he confessed that he did not think the prospecés of the Bill were very 
hopeful at the present time. The Bill as originally drawn was an exceed- 
ingly simple measure, consisting of three clauses only, and it proposed 
merely to extend the jurisdiction of the court from £50, to £100; and if it 
had been kept there he thought so useful a proposition would have been 
likely to have found favour in the House of Commons, and that the Biil 
might have been passed. But, unfortunately, as he thought, as a matter 
of tactics, Sir Albert Rollit, with a view to remove certain objections which 
it was thought that the Lord Chancellor entertained, caused the Bill to be 
amended as had been mentioned in the report. The effect of that had been 
very seriously to increase the difficulties of passing the Bill, and it gave the 
official people, the Lord Chancellor and the Attorney-General, both of whom 
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were understood not to be very favourable to the Bill, the opportunity of 
eaying—with great truth, ‘‘ You are asking us to pass a measure, but in 
«der to do that we shall certainly have to make application to the Treasury, 
wdmany cther of the changes proposed are of such a nature that in the large 
courts there will not be sufficient accommodation, the staff will have to be 
increased, and a great number of supplementary arrangements will have 
ty be made, for which no provision has been made in the Bill.” Conse- 
quently they were able to say, and they did say, ‘‘ The Bill is inadequate.” 
jecause, Whether the proposed extended jurisdiction was right or wrong, 
if twas to be successful the thing must be done thoroughly and fally. 
These were some of the reasons why the prospects of the Bill did not seem 
tobe very hopeful. There was another reason which was quite as serious, 
and that was that there was:a large body of professional opinion, by which 
he meant the opinion of solicitors, who, while favourable to the increase of 
county court jurisdiction, said exactly what he supposed the official 
ubjectors would say. They said that the Bill in this form would only in- 
iroduce confusion, and that unless they saw something more complete and 
more comprehensive in its scope, providing in a proper way for the various 
pecessary changes which were involved, they would oppose the Bill, and 
yould appeal to their Parliamentary representatives so to do. There were 
iwo law societies who he knew had done so. One was a very powerful 
jaw society indeed in Lancashire, and the other society was of some 
standing and influence in the North of England. Obvionsly that very 
greatly increased the difficulty of promoting the measure. As the meeting 
knew, the Bill stood for Second Reading on the 19th of June, and he 
thought a whip would be made by those who were in support of it ; but 
he did not think it would be judicious for them as the County Courts 
Registrars’ Association to intervene in an official capacity. He did not 
think he need say anything about the county court amended rules. Those 
rules would almost necessarily stand over until this session had determined 
whether there was to be any extended county court jurisdiction or not. If 
there was, then the rules would have to be recast. For the reasons stated 
in the report he could not say anything as to the nature of the rules, 
because they had come to them in a confidential way, but he might say 
without betraying any confidence that there were one or two rules of very 
wide-reaching effect which, if passed, would very seriously have hampered 
business in every court, great and small. They were very carefully and 
ably done, no doubt, on the whole, but some of them were evidently drawn 
up by those who did not possess practical experience of the work. Of 
course they did not see what would be the effect in practice of a suggested 
alteration, and the suggestions which were made were sometimes entirely 
unpractical. However, the matter certainly did not press; he did not 
think anything would be done for months, probably not in the course of 
the year. 

if. F, W. Srone (Tunbridge Wells) seconded the motion. 
The report was then adopted. 
ComMITTEE. 


Mr, E. A. Tfantey (Bristol) moved the re-election of Mr. Marshall as 
pr-sident. He spoke of the amount of time and trouble he devoted to the 
vfairs of the association, and he was also a persona grata in the Lord 
(hancellor’s department. 

Mr. W. O. Boyrs (Barnet) seconded the motion, and it was adopted, 

The Cnarrman briefly returning thanks. 

Mr, O. F. Reap (Mildenhall) proposed the re-election of Mr. F. F. 
Smith, a member of the committee, who retired by rotation. He urged 
the desirability of electing registrars of small courts upon the committee. 

Mr. Srone, in seconding the motion, said that the desire was to get all 
sections represented on the committee. Mr. Smith particularly represented 
Admiralty practice. 

The motion was adopted. 

‘Mr. 0. F. Reap also retired from the committee, but was ineligible under 
the rules for election until the lapse of a year. 

Mr. Hantry moved the election of Mr. J. J. Faulkner, who represented 
Northampton. 

Mr. Dickrnson, in seconding the motion, said he could not agree with 
the desirability of electing the registrars of small.courts on the committee. 
The registrars of large courts did not look after themselves only. Mr. 
Faulkner would be of greater strength to the committee than the registrar 
of asmall court, who must of necessity have very much less knowledge of 
the working of the rules than the registrar of a large court. 

Mr, H, Deane (Leicester) supported the motion. 

Mr, Reap sad that there was no one he would sooner see on the com- 
mittee than Mr. Faulkner. <A year or two ago a Bill had been introduced 
into Parliament for the appointment of travelling registrars who were to 


. 80 round to the courts and act as judges. That looked as if the small 


registrars were to be eaten up, and this was a case in which the interests of 
the small courts might suffer. 

Mr, Stone remarked that there was already a good registrar of small 
tourts on the committee in the person of Mr. Ellett, of Cirencester. It was 
‘matter for congratulation that all courts were represented. 

The motion was carried. 

_ Me, Favixyer, in returning thanks, said that he did not think that the 
Interests of the small courts would suffer at his hands. As a matter of 
pect he would not call Northampton a large court; it was a medium 
court, 


United Law Clerks Society. 
ANNUAL Festival. 


The seventy-first commemorative festival of this society was held on 
tesday at the Hotel Cecil, Mr. Justice Watron in the chair, supported by 
Sir John Hollams, Sir George Lewis, Mr, J. Eldon Bankes, K.C., Mr. W 





Pickford, K.C., Mr. F. Low, K.C., Mr. T. G. Horridge, K.C., Mr. L. 
Sanderson, K.C., Mr. G. J. Witt, K.C., Mr. Boydell Houghton, Mr. 

Lewis, Mr. R. 8. Fraser, Mr. A. H. Carrington, Mr. Frank Mellor, Mr. A. 
H. Poyser, Mr. F. 'T. If. Henté, Mr. T. Merriman, Mr. G. Thorn Drury, 
Mr. C. Mylne Barker; Mr, H. Manisty, Mr. A. A. Hudson, Mr. Harry R. 
Lewis, Mr. Ernest M. Pollock, Mr, H. Courthope Munro, Mr. R. W. 
Turner, Mr. G. W. Cox-Sinclair, Mr. J. R. Bell Hart, Mr. F. Newbolt, 
Mr. J. F. Stancomb, Mr. Ralph Bankes, Mr. E. Lewis Thomas, Mr. A. M. 
Oppenheim, Mr. W. H. Southern, Mr. J. F. Waggett, Mr. Alfred Hildes- 
heimer, Mr. Ernest Bird, Mr. H. M, Sturgess, Mr. H. C. Holden, Mr. W. 
A. F. Rogers, Mr. R. Newton Crane, Dr. Usher, Dr. Younger, Mr. G. 
Munro Miller, Mr. C. E. Burkingyoung, Mr. H. G. Puckle, Mr. J. P. 
Valetta, Mr. D. Carr, Mr. W. Beresford, and Mr. H. Higgins. 

After the loyal toasts, . 

Mr. Justice Watton, in proposing the toast of ‘“‘ Prosperity to the 
United Law Clerks Society,’’ said first he might mention that he had 
received two letters from very old friends of the society regretting that 
they were unable to attend. He was gladto say, though, that their non- 
attendance would make no difference to the subscription list, but Mr. 
Justice Kennedy and Mr. C, A. Russell had written that they were sorry 


‘they could not come. He was glad that the duty of proposing the 


toast was made easy to him from the materials with which he had been 
furnished in the way of accounts and balance-sheets and so forth, and 
these proved that the society was prosperous. Of its ar gen! and 
financial soundness there could be no possible shadow of a doubt, and with 
that phase of the subject he did not propcse to deal. It had an invested 
capital of more than £114,000, so that there was not the slightest doubt as 
to its power to fulfil its promises to the very utmost letter to the members 
who had placed their trust in it. It had struck him—to pass from the mere 
financial aspect of affairs—that the figures afforded matter of interest which 
indicated the kind of work—benevolent and useful work—which the society 
was doing for its members. He found that from January, 1902, to 
January, 1903, the society had paid for superannuation, for sickness, and 
for death claims to members and their wives, and for other benefits, more 
than £4,000, and this represented undoubtedly a very remarkable work. 
That was not quite all, because there was yet another fund, called the 
**Casual Fund,’’ which was used for the purpose of assisting members and 
even non-members who were in necessity and trouble and difficulty. On 
that account he found that the society had spent during the year no less 
than £552, in that which might accurately be described as purely 
charitable work. That made a total expenditure for the benefit of 
members and those who had benefited by the Casual Fund of more 
than £4,500. That was a work which the members of the society were 
doing mainly for themselves. The usefulness of the society, its 
activity and its strength, had been growing from year to year. It was a 
long time since he had first attended one of these gatherings, and he could 
say that the society in the work which it was acheiving had undoubtedly 
grown enormously. But proceeding to another topic—and he was going to 
speak quite straightforwardly and he hoped to the point—there was no 
doubt that some of the members and others besides had sometimes asked 
the question, why should this society, strong and flourishing as it was, 
appeal to the members of the profession who were not members of the 
society for their co-operation and assistance? He did not know that he 
could do better than try and give them an answer to that plain question. 
There was, of course, a very intimate association, on which he need not 
dwell, between the members of the legal profession, whether they. were 
barristers or whether they were solicitors, with their clerks—a tie which 
Was more close and intimate, more domestic, as it were, in the legal pro- 
fession than in almost any other calling or profession, It was a very old 
proverb that charity should begin at home, and the household of the lawyer 
as a lawyer consisted of his clerks. There ought, therefore, to be that 
kind of solidarity between the members of the profession, whether they 
were judges or barristers or solicitors, and those who were of such infinite 
assistance to them, their clerks. And why he thought that there was the 
strongest possible claim upon the profession to co-operate with the society 
was that he found that the help rendered to its members by the society 
consisted very largely in the superannuation allowances. Of the £4,000 
paid away by the society to its members during the year, £2,349 went for 
superannuation. He could not conceive a better, nobler form of charity-- 
though he did not like the word charity, he used it for want ofa better 
term—on the part of the members of the legal profession towards those 
who had so much claim upon them, their clerks, than the assisting 
them by contributing to the funds of the society, so as to enable 
it to make the superannuation allowances to those who were disabled by 
age or from illness greater than the strict business principles which were 
applied to the working of the society by its committee as men of business 
and as trustees would at present permit. It appeared from the rules that 
no member was entitled to the superannuation allowance unless he had 
been sixteen years a member, and that between sixteen years’ and twenty 
years’ membership entitled him, in case of incapacity to earn a living, to 
10s. a week. ‘Twenty and under twenty-five years’ membership entitled 
him to 12s. a week, and after twenty-five ye.rs he was entitled t. 14s. a 
week. They had heard a great deal about old age pensions, and the 
favourite theory was that the only — in which a scheme for old age 
pensions could be contrived would be the State add something to 
those pensions which the industrious working people e themselves by 
contributing to friendly societies. If it were possible for the State to 
think of undertaking such a scheme, was not it ible for the profession 
to undertake such a scheme? He was also sure the feeling of kindli- 
ness which existed towards those who had served them would make eve 

member of the profession anxious to undertake it as a duty, adding, if 
possible by his contributions, to the power of the society to make what he 
might call a more adequate allowance to those who had for many years 
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been its members. He saw that the subscriptions and other moneys 
received from members of the society during the year had amounted to 
£3,202, and that the donations and legacies and the funds from the annual 
festival had amounted to £1,094. Ile could not complain with regard to 
this, but, having regard to the strength—and he might say of it as a body, 
not of every individual member—to the wealth of the profession, he thought 
that £1,094 might be very largely increased ; and he should be very glad, 
and he believed the profession would be very glad—and if they thought 
about it much and remembered it, and set their minds to it it could be 
done—they would be glal if they could by their contributions raise 
the 14s. a we-k in the case of members of over twenty-five years’ 
standing to, at any rate, £1. He did not wish it to be understood 
that he was making any criticism upon the rules or the administration 
of the society as it was. The committee must act as if they were 
trustees, as they were, an 1 must act upon the strict principles of men of 
business, and therefore they could only extend the benefits of the society 
under the advice and ccuntenance of actuaries whom they might consult. 
But what he was advocating was that the profession should take 
advantage of the society in order to do that which he was sure they would 
wish to do—namely, to enable it to find out those eases in which help was 
necessary and by increasing the funds, put it in a position to give to the 
old clerk, broken down and incapable of earning a living, something to 
make his old age more comfortable than it could be with only 14s. a week. 
That was dealing with the clerk with regard to superannuation, which was 
the ordinary work of the society. There was also the fund called the 
Casual Fund, and it was a good name ; it was a fund which was intended 
to deal with casuals. There were a good many shipwrecks in the seas of 
life. There were men who were not able to keep up their membership ; 
there were some who perhaps could searcely afford to be members who 
were law clerks. He was glad that the society, without in any way 
weakening its position as a business-like friendly society, Had found room 
in its heart to do some charitable work in these cases of casuals. He had 
always a good deal of sympathy with these shipwrecks—the people who 
broke down. They should all remember—to keep up the simile—that 
they did not all of them start life equally seaworthy. It was not always 
a question of what a man was willing to do, it was so often a question of 
what he could do; and he was old-fashioned enough to think that pity 
had a great claim upon us as distinguished from a more organized and 
systematic form of charity. He remembered those oid lines, which might 
perhaps be very bad economy, but still which appealed to something which 
was true in our nature: 
* Care’ess their merits or the'r faults to scan, 
His pity gave ere charity began.” 

Bat they must not carry that principle too far. Still he was glad that the 
society did find room in its operations for this work of pity. They all 
knew so well what it was for the poor widow of an unfortunate broken- 
down clerk, who from one cause or another, had been unable to make any 
provision for his children whom he had left in her charge to find that there 
was a society like this to which she could appeal to bridge over that gulf, 
of starvation possibly, or destic:ution, and, he was afraid, too often of 
degradation, which stood between her and that time when the small 
children would be old enough and able enough to do something to help 
one another and to help her. In such cases he did not feel that one ought 
to be too strict in asking ‘‘Is the case deserving’’’ He had always had 
a great sympathy with the undeserving poor—he was slow to condemn 
those who broke down. There were physical weaknesses, there was moral 
weaknesses, there were metital weaknesses, and there were poor women 
and children who were left destitute. When a society like this could come 
to their assistance at the moment of extremist necessity it was doing a 
noble work. And here again he would appeal to the profession to make 
use of the society as a great and admirable charity organization society, 
which would enable those who knew the misery there was, who knew the 
want there was, who heard casually of individual cases, but could not deal 
with them—they had no time to find them out or time to inquire about 
them—would enable them to give them a‘sistance by the aid of its 
machinery to tide over the time of their trouble. The members of the 
society knew of these cases, they belonged to them, they were their own 
people, and they could make inquiries and find out all about them; they 
would know the cas:s where a little assistance would be of infinite good. 
Those present could not all be contributing members; they were happy 
in the fact that they could aid the work of beneficence, assisted by the 
organization of the society. Those were the reasons why he thought the 
uxiety might fairly appeal — he would not say appeal —might fairly afford to 
the legal profession the opportunity of doing really good work for those who 
had a very real and intimate claim upon them, One would like to know 
that whatever one might give would be made to go as far as possible, and 
that ought to go a long way, if the Gaim of the society was really 
recognized, in the direction of enabling them to increase the scale of 
allowance to those who had broken down and in enabling it to extend its 
operations in relieving cases of distr md necessity. 

Mr. Sruay (treasurer), in returning thanks, said that the soci ty had spent 
daring its seventy-one years of existence more than £150,000 in assisting 
those who were in need and their widows and families. He thought that 
was a splendid record of the work of a comparatively small number of men, 

Mr. G. J. Wirt, 50... in proposing the health of “The Legal Pro- 
fession,” said that he thought there had been cruel inroads into the 
business of elicitors on the part of Government departments, Ps ople 
were idictie enough to nppow that Government departme nis like the 
Land leg could do the work better than solicitors, but this was a 
mistake” That was proved by a recent case in the Registry where a letter 
was addressed to adead man at hie last known place of abode. He had 





advanced taoney on a deposit of the land certificate, and the money had 
been paid off to his executors, who had given notice to the Registry of the 





fact, and the principal clerk in the Registry had written to the dead 
man telling him the notice of withdrawal had been given and that if he 
had any objection he should state it in writing. 

Mr. T. G. Hoxnipce having replied for the bar, 

Mr. C. Mytxe Barker returned thanks for the solicitor branch of the 
profession. He observed that solicitors were nowadays harried by Parlig. 
ment, vexed to the soul by the Land Transfer Office and the Land Registry, 
and by so-called Prevention of Corruption Acts, and he did not know what 
would be the end. The case of the solicitor was that of the survival of the 
fittest, and he considered himself fortunate that he had not to start to-day, 
as he had thirty-five years ago. 

Mr. W. P. Picxronp, K.C., proposed the health of ‘‘The Trustee and 
Honorary Stewards.”’ 

Sir Joun Hottams returned thanks, 

Mr. J. E.pon Banxes, K.C., in genial terms submitted the toast of The 
Chairman,”’ to which Mr. Justice Watron responded, and the final toast 
was ‘*The Ladies,’’ proposed by Mr, F. Newnour, Mr. Exnesr Bap 
responding. 

Subscriptions and donations were announced to the amount of £408, 








Law Students’ Journal. 
The Incorporated Law Society, 


Honours: Examix atton—Apnrit, 1903, 

At the Examination for Ifonours of Candidates for Admission on the 
Roll of Solicitors of the Supreme Court, the Examination Comuittee 
recommended the following as being entitled to Honorary Distinction : 

Finst Ciass. 
[fm order of Merit. | 

1, Tuomas Pexmax, B.A., LL.B. (Camb.), who served his clerkship with 
Mr. William Gibson, of the firm of Messrs. Clayton & Gibson, of Ney. 
castle-upon-Tyne, and Messrs. King, Wigg, & Co., of London. 

2. Percy Goopatt Norron, who served his clerkship with Mr. Charles 
Hall, of Huddersfield. 

Seconp Crass. 
[In Alphabetical Order. ] 

Bertram Lewis Bisgood, who served his clerkship with Mr. Ceeil 
Bisgood, of London : 

Frank Searle Bostock, who served his clerkship with Mr. John Robertson 
Reep, of the firm of Messrs. Reep, Lane, & Co., of Bagshot and London. 

John Kemp Cooke, who served his clerkship with Mr. John Henry 
Cooke, of Winsford, and Messrs. Busk, Mellor, & Norris, of London. 

William Beverly Foord-Ketcey, who served his clerkship with Mr, 
Edward Brooke, of Margate. 

Richard Stephenson Harper, who served his clerkship with Mr, 
Thomas Kearsley Peacock, of the firm of Messrs. Peacock & Jacques, 
of Manchester, 

Percy Henry Satchwell, who served his clerkship with Mr. Edmund 
E. Hoyle, of Neweastle-on-Tyne. 

Howard Kingsley Wood, who served. his clerkship with Mr. John 
Bamford Slack, of the firm of Messrs, Slack, Monro, & Atkinson, of 
London. 

Tramp Chass. 
[fn Alphabetical Order. } 

Godfrey Barnsley, B.A. (Gxon), who served his clerkship with Mr, John, 
Hamer Kenion, of the firm of Messrs. Tyrer, Kenion, Tyrer, & Simpson, 
of Live rpool, 

Ernest Harold Jabez Chambers, who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Thomas Ward Heartfield, of the firm of Messrs. J. & LT. W. Hearfield & 
Lambert, of Hull, 

Charles Frederick Gardner, who served his clerkship with Mr, Robert 
Walker Ascroft, of Preston. 

Henry Simon Baltey Jackaman, who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Henry Mason Jackaman, of Ipswich, and Mr. William Edward Holt, of 
Great Yarmouth. 

Harold Lemon, who served his clerkship with Mr. J. 
firm of Messrs. Bencraft & Bosson, of Barnstaple. 

Arthur James Lovelace, who served his clerkship with Mr. Edmund 
Reeve, of the firm of Messrs. Mills & Reeve, of Norwich. 

Thomas Bentley Mathias, who served his clerkship with Mr. John 
Roberts, of Narberth, Pembrokeshire. 

Hfenry Alexander Parsons, who served his clerkship with Mr, Charles 
Bailey Halliley, of Bedford, and Messrs. Powell & Rogers, of London. 

Adam Partington, who served his clerkship with Mr. George Emerson, 
of the firm of Messrs. Alfred Grandy, Son, & Co., of Manchester, and 
Messra. Woodcock, Ryland, & Parker, of London. 

Geoffrey Musgrave Peck, who served his clerkslfp with Mr, John Henry 
Peck, of the firm of Messrs. Mayhew, Son, & Peck, of Southport and 
Wigan. 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have accordingly given 
Class Certificates and awarded the following prizes of books: 

To Mr. Penman—the Clement’s-inn Prize—value about £10; and the 
Daniel Reardon Vrize—value about twenty guineas. 

‘lo Mr. Norton—the Clifford’s-inn Prize—value five guineas. 

To Mr. Wood—the John Mackrell—value about £12. 

The Council have given Claes Certificates to the candidates in the 
Second and Third Classes. 


Besson, of the 





Fifty-three candidates gave notice for the examination. 
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PRreL_M™INARY EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
queessful at the Prelim‘nary Examination held on 6th and 7th May, 1903: 





Jones, Herbert Trevor 

Kingsbury, ‘Thomas 

Kirby, Ernest Seymour 

Lake, Norman John 

Lewis, John 

Macdonald, Hugh 

Matcham, Alfred Warton 

Milburn, Philip 

Milne, Thomas Baxter 

Morris, Tudor Artro 

Newton, Reginald Arthur 

Norris, Reginald Yeresley 

Nutt, Allan Vaughan 

Parker, Eustace 

Parr, Leonard Orme Sidney 

Pearce, Arthur Henry 

Peter, Aps'ey Kenelm 

Ponsford, Arthur Cuthbertscn 

Prentice, John 

Raley, William Henry George 

Richards, John Eugene 

Robson, Sydney 

Rodwell, Francis John 

Saw, Reginald Geoffrey Wykeham 

Smith, Harold Machin 

Springthorpe, Gerald William 

Staniland, Alfred Westcott 

Taylor, Herbert Clifford Brooke 

Taylor, Lyon Watson 

Thomas, Samuel 

Thomas, Samuel John Ball 

Toller, Edward Northcote 

Tompson, George Edward 

Tuff, Bertram 

Turner, Henry Elliott 

Turner, Stanley 

Tyas, George William 

Waite, Benjamin Hoyle 

Whitehead, Hugh Christopher 

Willeock, Robert Bertram 

Williams, Archard Trevor 

Williams, Hugh Meyrick 

Wilson, Swinburn Gibson 

Woodcock, teginald 
Hodson 


Adams, Gerald Day 
jjeander, Aubrey 
; John Kennedy 
panied, John Claude Horsey 
paritt, Frederick 
pel, Edgar Mclvenzie 
Jishop, Joseph Richard 
Blyth, Harold James 
all, Carys Lionel Butler 
William Lingford 
eeatieore Charles Victor 
(urter, Malcolm Henry — 
n, Bertram Austin 
, Andrew a 
vpper, Walter Seddon 
cae. Edward Allan 
David, Peter 
Davis, John 
Dawes, Albert ITenry 
Dickinson, Frank 
Dodson, Fred Stanley 
Down, Aubrey John 
Dadley, Erie Whittington 
Duan, John 
Raves, Frederick 
Pimonds, Arthur John 
Riridge, Thomas Richard 
Bilis, Henry Radcliffe 
Frans, Tom 
Fanell, William Tudor 
Firminger, Thomas 
Fletcher, Mark Jolson 
fowler, Eric Francis Tiernay 
Gaisby, John 
Garner, Thomas 
@asson, William Bruce 
Gollancz, Ernest Marcus 
Gramshaw, Hugh 
(rey, Harry Dixon 
Hall, Frederic John 
Hlineheliffe, Thomas Henry 
Howarth, Robert Henry 
Howson, Thomas Aspden 
Hatchinson, Arthur St. Clare 
Anson, Howard William 
James, Harold Morton 
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The Law Students’ Debating Society. 





The annual dinner of this society toak place on the 22nd inst. at the 
Trocadero Restaurant. 

lord Justice Cozens-Hardy presided, and among those present were 
Mr, Justice Walton, Mr. Lawson Walton, K.C., M.P., Sir Jolin Hollams, 
Mr. T, Willes Chitty, and Mr, Joseph Addison. 

Alter the loyal toasts, Mr. P. I. Dorte proposed that of ‘The Bench 
ad Bar,”’ 

Mr. Justice Walton and Mr. Lawson Walton responded. 

The toast of ‘‘'The Incorporated Law Society,’’ which wai proposed by 
Mr. W. Valentine Ball, was responded to by Sir John Hollams, who 
wentioned the services which the society had rendered to the members of 
theprofession in preventing, by the establishment of a satisfactory tribunal, 
publicity being given to a charge made against a solicitor when that charge 
was not substantiated, for a certain amount of stigma always attached to 
theman who was accused, even if he were not guilty. 

Lord Justice Cozens-Hardy, in proposing the toast of the society, 
niared to some of the advantages of membership of such organizations 
intraining men to put their ideas mto temperate and precise statements. 
Alluling to the Clifford’s-inn case, which it fell to his lot to decide, he 
eipressed the hope that he was correct in his idea that law students felt it 
Would be an unspeakable advantage if in London there were founded 
‘great law school in which law would be taught, not merely for 
purposes of practitioners, but as a science and a branch of liberal 
tueation. Ile had been interested in this matter for many years. He 
Wlieved the i1me was not far distant when they might see a great school of 
lwfounded. He had good reason for hoping that the Inns of Court, 
Who had alveady devoted large funds with great liberality towards legal 
dueation, might be induced to fall in with and take a leading part in the 
fomndation and support of a great legal school in London, But, in his 
NeW, any such school would be maimed and mutilated unless it had that 

hhe most fervently hoped it would receive—the encouragement and 
sipport of the Incorporated Law Society and of that branch of the pro- 
fasion Which it represented, If the Luns of Court and the Incorporated 
law society cordially co-operated together he could not doubt that a very 
fet years, possibly a few months only, might elapse before they saw the 
foundation in London of agreat school of law, from which present students 


tid their successors would derive advantages of which their predecessors 
bad been deprived, 



























Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srvcpents’ Deratrxa Soctery,—May 5.—Chairman, Mr. G. W. 
Powers.—The subject for debate was: ‘‘ That this House condemns the 
inaction of his Majesty’s Government with regard to the Penrhyn Quarry 
dispute, and declares its opinion that prompt intervention an their part is 
imperative to arrive at a just and effectual settlement.”’ Mr. R. A. 
Gordon opened in the affirmative; Mr. W. E. Singleton seconded in the 
affirmative. Mr. W. Valentine Ball opened in the negative; Mr. W. M. 
Pleadwell seconded in the negative. The following members also spoke : 
Messrs. Harnett, Eales, Hooper, P. M. C. Hart, R. P. Croom Johnson, 
Dods, Dowding, Broad, R. A. Stevens, Moulton, Cocks, The opener 
replied. ‘The motion was lost by five votes. 


May 12.—Annua! general meeting.—Chairman, Mr. Henry G. Barrett.— 
The following gentlemen were elected to the offices of the society for next 
session: Mr. G. W. Powas, hon. treasurer; Messrs. Robert A. Gordon and 
W. E. Singleton, hon. secretaries; Mr. W. V. Ball, reporter; Messrs. 
Dods, Barrett, Head, and Ames ordinary members of the committee. An 
impromptu debate followed. The annual dinner of the society will be 
held at the Trocadero Restaurant, Piccadilly, on the 22nd of May, at 7.30 ; 
Lord Justice Cozens-Hardy will preside. 








The Discussion on the Land 
Registry in the House of Commons. 


Ow the vote for £48,144 for the salaries and expenses of the office of Land 

Registry, says the Times, Sir A. Rollit said he hoped there might be some 
assurances on this subject from the Attorney-General which would relieve 

him from the necessity of moving a reduction of the vote. There was a 

considerable increase in the vote this year, which was stated to be due toa 

‘ further increase of staff entailed by the extended operation of the Land 
Transfer Act of 1897." He was not going to offer an opinion on any of 
the allegations that were made against either the principle or the operation 
of the Act; but, after an experience of its working of some five or six 
years in the County of London, these criticisms were made in regard 
to it. In the first place the Act was said to have been the cause of an 
increase of cost in the transfer of land ; secondly, that it had produced 
greater complication than before with reference to the title of land 

thirdly, that it had been the cause of delays both in regard to matters of 
action and of administration; fourthly, that it had not been the 
greater check upon fraud which it was said it would be, and that 
there had been even a greater risk of mistakes; fifthly, that there had been 
a very great increase of officialism ; and, lastly, it was said that many 
objected to the element of compulsion. In view of these allegations, and 
of the fact that an increase of the vote was asked for for the purpose of 
extending the operation of the Act, he thought it was natural and proper 
to ask how the Act had operated and how it had been administered, and 
whether it should be regarded as a temporary measure, as the subject of 
an experiment, or whether it should have a more permanent character. He 
would remind his hon, and learned friend that the Bill was allowed to pass 
in 1897 on the express condition that it was an experiment, and that, ac- 
cording to experience, it would be determined whether it should become a 
permanent part of the law or not. He did not ask that they should revert 
to the former state of things, but he did ask that there should be some 
mode of proof as to where the facts in this matter really lay. It had been 
officially stated in the House that an inquiry had taken place. That state- 
ment was largely an admission that an inquiry was desirable. The inquiry 
which had taken place was an inquiry bya departmental committee appointed 
by the framers and the administrators of the Act. Moreover, the inquiry was 
of a very limited character. They asked that there should be a more general 
and a more independent inquiry. If an inquiry justified the Act, it would 
meet with acceptance by the public and the profession ; but if it was shewn 
that the charges against the Act were well founded, then it would be impor- 
tant to the public that the system should be put an end te. Mr. Whitley 
supported the request for an inquiry into the system of land registry in 
Lenton. He said they wished to know whether the Act had fulfilled the 
expectations of its framers and whether it had so simplified and cheapened 
lan transfer that it was desirable to apply the system to other parts of the 
country. When the Act passed through the House an assurance was given 
that it was an experiment, and that.an inquiry would be held into its 
workings before it was extended to other parts of the country, He 
specifically referred to the building societies, who wanted to see less 
money going to the lawyers and cheaper land on which to place houses, 
He pointed out that, although this was a new office, footenotes were 
appended to some of the salaries shewing that additions had been made. 
It was to be regretted that no sooner was a new office created than 
this old abuse seemed to creep in. He moved to reduce the vote by £1,000, 
and he should press it to a division waless an inquiry was promised. 
The Attorney-General said with regard to the latter rather small point, 
the footnotes with reference to particuler salaries, he might mention that 
some of the oflicials were tak nh over fiom other departments. The 
question was whether what they had got under the Act was worth paying 
for, It was only in the course of years that they could realize the benefits 
of the system for which they were now paying, and it would be a little 
too soon, he submitted, to have an inquiry by a tribunal to repert. upon 
the general question, Undoubtedly as the system of registration came 
operation it would afford great security for titles and would remove the 
necessity for extended inquiry over a number of years, The object was 





Mt, H. G. Barrett responded. 


worth endeavour to attam, and something must be paid to attain it 
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present burdens must be borne to reach future gain. With a great system 
of registration there must be officials to work it. It had been suggested 
that the Act was sed as a tentative measure, but it was expressly 
enacted that it should not be extended to any county without the assent of 
the council for that county. He had refreshed his own recollection of the 
debates by reference to the record, and he did not find any trace of any further 
understanding or promise. [Sir A. Rollit said the Act was experimental and 
gradual in its application ; that was the understanding embodied in the Bill. ] 
The Attorney-General said it was experimental in the sense that it was 
applied firstin one county and was not to be ext2nded un'ess a county council 
wanted it ; but there was no no promise or understanding that there should 
be aninquiry. An inquiry had been held into organization and working, 
and various suggestions had been embodied in rules. But the inquiry now 
proposed was of a totally different character—an inquiry into the general 
question of policy which was decided when Parliament passed the Act. 
‘rhat decision did not preclude inquiry into the working of the measure 
when the proper time arrived. An inquiry now by committee would 
elicit all the details of expenditure, but the House must deal 
with the question of policy after sufficient time had elapsed to realize the 
effect of the registration. The suggestion for inquiry at the present time 
was premature ; it would bring into undue relief initial haadships, if there 
were such, without displaying the advantages that time would bring. It 
would be better to wait longer and not to pull up the plant to see how it 
was growing. Sir H. Fowler did not think the Attorney-General was right 
in the assumption that the department paid its way. That could not be 
determined until it was known what the Middlesex Registry produced. He 
did not say there had been extravagance, and there could not be such a 
change without initial expenses. The Act was the result of a compromise 
arrived at in 1897, when to conciliate determined opposition at the end of 
the session the Prime Minister made the reasonable proposal that the Act 
should not be forced on any county without consent of its council. There 
Was an impres3ion that, the three years having elapsed, and the 
experiment, so to speak, in London being over, the Lord Chancellor had 
now the power to introduce this compulsory registration into any county 
he thought proper. That was not the case. The Lord Chancellor could 
not introduce it into any county, even with the county’s consent. The 
county council must take the initiative. But there was a conflict of view 
as to the working of the rystem; and all that was asked was that the 
conflicting statements shouldbe sifted by an independent tribunal for the 
guidance of the county councils, who otherwise were almost at the mercy 
of the last effective speaker on the subject. This was no party question. 
Those who were competent to judge were at issue on the facts. He asked 
the Government to consider the proposal for an inquiry and what would be 
its best form, and at the same time suggested that it would be better not 
to press this motion to a division. Mr. E. B. Faber said that to his own 
knowledge the county council for the West Riding of Yorkshire had been 
during the last few months asking for guidance as to their action in this 
matter, and until they had evidence as to the working of the system in the 
County of London they would not be in a proper position to say whether 
they ought to bring the Act into force in their district. After some 
remarks by Sir R. Reid depreeating the proposed inquiry, Mr. Butcher said 
he was in favour of an inquiry in order that the county councils might 
have proper and sound materials on which to form their opinion in carrying 
out the most important statutory duty cast upon them by the Act. There was 
no desire on the part of those who supported the inquiry to destroy the Act. 
This was not primarily or even mainly alawyer’s question. It was a question 
which affected all who were interested in the cheap and rapid transfer of 
land. It would be folly for the county councils, without knowing how 
the Act had worked or would work, to consent to its extension to their 
area. Mr. Markham appealed to the Attorney-General to reconsider his 


his decision. Suir A. Rollit appealed to the hon. member for Halifax not 
to divide the committee. Mr. Whitley said he felt it neces ary to press 
his motion. 


The committee divided, when there voted — 


For the reduction eee ive eee 92 
Against ... soo aoe ove om SAS 
Majority against... es —123 


The vote was then agreed to. 








Obituary. 
Mr. D. W. Marsden. 


The death of Mr. Delabene W. Marsden, at the age of fifty-four years, 
removes a well-known figure from the environs of the Inns of Court. He 
was hardly a practising barrister in the strict sense of the term, but his 
legal ee | and experience was cousiderable, and honourably employed 
for the benefit of his fellows. His father was a Lincolnshire clergyman, 
and before his call to the bar he was employed from 1870 to 1875 in the 
Civil Service in Bengal, in a quasi-judicial capacity. He then returned 
home and joined the Inner Temple, where he was called in 1879, after: 
gaining a scholarship in equity. For a time he had chambers in Lincoln's- 
inn, but he did not retain them long, and confined himself to his 
residential chambers in Harcourt-building, ovcrlooki:g the Temple- 

, Where he lived till his death. He was an enthusiastic 
and faithful member of the Bar Musical Society, in all 


ne of whose 
concerts he was a familiar figure down to its recent dissolution. 


He was a 


keen yachtsman, and for many years a very active member of the London 
Brigade of Royal Naval Artillery Volun eers, holding the modest rank 
ficer, but giving a vast amount of time, and business and legal 


of petty 
knowledge, to the discharge of the duties 


brigade, where his quaint gaunt figure and genial humour earned ‘for hig 
the familiar sobriquet of ‘‘ Dick Deadeye.”’ After the ill-advised di 
of the Naval Volunteers by the Government of 1891, he was one of those 


who shewed most faith in their resuscitation. He joined ty 
committee which aimed at keeping the old members  togethy 
by annual meetings, and also turned his legal knowledge and 


business capacity to account by forming a limited company to own ‘anf 
sail a yacht for the benefit of those who could not afford to do gy 
individually —a scheme which has continued in effective operation, 
Naturally he was among the earliest to join the National Committee w 
during the last three years, has prevailed on the Admiralty to turn 
from its wickedness and provide a fresh field for the energies of pay 
volunteers. He has lived to see the Bill for that purpose pass both Hongy 
of Parliament, but has died before it has received the formality of hg 
Royal Assent. -His loss will be greatly lamented by his old colleague: 
whether at the bar, or in the musical society, or in the corps, or in the 
yachting world ; for he had qualities which, but for a too retiring modesty, 
would have commanded a much wider field of appreciation. : 





Mr. E. T. Brydges. 


Mr. E. Brydges, solicitor, Town Clerk of Cheltenham, died on the lth 
inst., in his 76th year. He was educated at Cheltenham College, and was 
artic'ed to his uncle, Mr. G. E. Williams, of the firm of Williams & 
Griffiths. He was admitted in 1850 and joined his uncle’s firm. In 18jj 
Mr. W. H. Mellersh became a partner, and the firmisnow Brydges, Mellerh, 
& Rrydges. Mr. Brydges was appointed Town Clerk of Cheltenham iy 
1868. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


It is stated that Mr. H. L. Cripps, solicitor, has been retained to act as 
Adviser to the Metropolitan Water Board at a retaining fee of £4,725, with 
an additional fee of £525 if the proceedings are not completed within 
eighteen months. 

Mr. G. 8. Ronertson, barrister-at-law, has been appointed Secretary to 
the Lord Chief Justice in connection with the Alaska Boundary Con. 
mission. 





Information Wanted 


Rerekan Famervnrn, deceased.—Any persons knowing of the existence 
of a Will made by the above deceased, formerly of Northampton, but 
lately of 4, Manor-place, Paddington, widow, is requested to communicate 
with Messrs. Becke & Green, solicitors, Northampton. 

Joun Perrie, deceased.—Any one having possession of, or knowing of 
the existence of, a Will executed by the deceased Mr. John Petrie, late of 
the Gresham Hotel, Upper Sackville-street, Dublin, and formerly Assistant. 
Secretary Life Association of Scotland, Dublin, who died at Bournemouth 
on 17th April last, is requested to communicate with Messrs. Hunter & 
Burland, solicitors, 50, Dame-street, Dublin, or Messrs. Allan & Black, 
solicitors, Elgin, Scotland, agents of the next-of-kir. of deceased. 





General. 


On the 23rd inst. the full Court of Appeal sat for the purpose of con 
sidering a point of practice—viz., whether an appeal from a judgment 
directed to be entered by an official referee lies direct to the Court of 
Appeal. 

At present, says the Daily Mail, stamps are not required on legal or 
business documents in Guernsey, but on Wednesday the States of 
Guernsey adopted a Bill for stamp duty, insular stamps to be used, 
subject to the sanction of the King in Council. 

The walking craze has spread, says the St, James's Gazxetle. The last 
competitor in a solicitors’ clerks’ walk from High Wycombe to the 
Marble Arch was presented with a bantam cock, as a compensation, 00 
doubt, for not being able to crow over the others. 


In reply to a question by Mr. Whitley in the House of Commons, Mr 
Arthur Elliot stated that the amounts paid in fees to the Attormey- 
General and the Solicitor-General during the year ended the 31st of March, 
1903, in addition to the salaries which appeared on the Estimates, were 
£4,816 38. 2d. and £3,700 14s. respectively. 

The Globe reprints the following paragraph from its issue of the 26thet 
May, 1829: ‘‘ The county of Lancaster may challenge every other in the 
kingdom to produce any town within their confines containing a population 
of 35,000 souls in which there is but one attofMmey’s office. Such is the 
happy situation and such the population of the ‘neighbouring town o 
Salford,” 

On the 22nd inst. the Willesden Urban District Council Bill came befére 
the Select Committee of the House of Lords. Mr. G. A. R. Fitzgerald, @ 
behalf of the Incorporated Law Society, appenred to oppose the provisions 
of the Bill relative to appearance in court of ung ifledNoflicers of thé 
council, and the committee decided that, while {nformations and com 
plaints for the breach of any of the provisions of tle Act or of/any bye-law# 
made thereunder might be Inid and made by any’ duly avyhorized offleer 





of honorary secretary of the 





of the council, no unqualified person was to appear in’ court to prosecute 
on behalf of the council, | 










SEELESE 


Ee 


geeesreg s<7egEy SS E2E 725 2fF 5% FTEE 





30:40 
— 2 


arned for 
ised di hi 
S one of those 
2 join 

ers re: the 
Lowledge and 
to own and 
ord to do % 
ve Operation, 
mittee whi 
to turn g 
gies of na 

S both Houses 
‘mality Of the 
ld Colleagues 
PS, or in the 
‘ing modesty, 


on the 14th 
leze, and was 
~ Williams & 
m. In 18jj 
ze8, Mellersh, 
1eltenham jy 


1ed to act as 
£4,725, with 
leted within 


Secretary to 
idary Com. 


ie eXistence 
npton, but 
mmunicate 


cnowing of 
trie, late of 
Assistant. 
urnemouth 

Hunter & 
n & Black, 
5 


e of con. 
judgment 
Court of 


. legal or 
States of 
be used, 


The last 
» to the 
ation, no 


ons, Mr. 
\ttorney- 
f March, 
es, were 


26th of 
r in the 
pulation 
h is the 
town of 


e before 
rald, on 
ovisions 
of the 
d com 
ye-lawé 
| officer 
usec’ 














THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





[Vol. 47.] 555 





May 30, 1903. 
| all 





| 


“fhe following gentlemen have been declared duly elected members of 
the General Council of the Bar as the result of the recent election: Mr. 
jgrett, K-C., Mr. Blake Odgers, K.C., Mr. A. T. Lawrence, K.C., Mr. 
Batcher, K.C., M.P., Mr. Alderson Foote, K.C., Mr. Rawlinson, K.C., 
ii. T, R. Hughes, K.C., Mr. C. Gill, K.C., Mr. Norton, K.C., Mr. Manisty, 
kG, Mr. F. H. Mellor, K.C., Mr. Sanderson, K.C., Mr. J. W. Mansfield, 
Ms. M. M. Macnaghten, Messrs. R. F. MacSwinney, H. D. Bonsey, W. 
A, P, Longstaffe, T H. Wright, R. G. Seton, J. H. Murphy, 
4 W, Bainton, G. R. Northcote, and W. L. Richards. 
Inzeply to its memorial on the subject of trustees’ investment powers, the 
tion of Chambers of Commerce of the United Kingdom has, says the 
fa, been informed that the Lords of the Treasury deprecate the intro- 
dnotion of any legislation at the present time for the purpose of extending 
thecategory of trustee investments. As regards the specific suggestion of 
teassociation, their lordships are not averse on grounds of principle to the 
ion of securities of certain local authorities not at present included, 
iutthey would not be prepared to sanction the extension of the privilege 
toauy colonial investments outside the scope of the Colonial Stock Act, 


F 


ie “unofficial Chief Justice of Christendom ’’ has been, says the St. 
Jones's Gazette, the description of Professor Martens, the celebrated 
Russian jurist who is now in London for the meetings of the International 
(olonial Institute at the India Office. Attached to the St. Petersburg 
Pniversity, he is a great favourite of the Emperor of Russia, who sent him 
to The Hague Conference as a special delegate. ‘‘ A learned man, a great 
historical student, and the author of several important books,’”” M. Martens 
has acted on more than one occasion as arbitrator in disputes in which 

land was interested. He filled the position of ‘president of the Inter- 
national Tribunal to decide the Venezuelan frontier dispute. 

Upon a day preceding one Derby day some years ago, says the Giobs, 
counsel engaged in a case before a celebrated judge of sporting proclivities, 
yentured to remark that he supposed his lordship would not sit the next 
day, “Why not, Mr. Smith?” blandly inquired the judge. ‘‘ Er— 
Derby Day, you know, m’lud,”’ was the rather nervous response. ‘I am 
surprised, surprised and pained, Mr. Smith, that you should imagine that 
the course of justice in this country is dependent on the date of a horse 
rece,” retorted the judge with severity. Accordingly counsel, witnesses, 
jury, and so forth made their appearance on the following morning. It 
was no doubt only a curious coincidence that they found the door of the 
court closed, and upon it the following intimation: ‘‘ In consequence of 
the indisposition of Mr. Justice Blank, the court will not sit to-day.”’ 

The council of the Irish Bar have, says the Zimes, framed a number of 
amendments for the Committee stage of the Irish Land Bill, the main 
object of which is to narrow the jurisdiction of the Estates Commissioners. 
It is proposed that clause 20 should be struck out entirely, on the ground 
that under it the commissioners could at any time cut off a portion of an 
estate, not the subject of the sale, and assign it to a neighbouring pro- 

or determine easements affecting such adjoining estate; and 
could settle questions as to boundaries and parcels and rights of way and 
witer without any trial or investigation of title. The matters referred to 
inthe clause, it is pointed out, nearly always involve mixed questions of 
law and fact, and the appeals must be heard either on affidavit or on oral 
evidence, a course which must be attended with great expense and delay to the 
itigants. With regard to clause 21, the council argue that, as at present 
framed, it does not seem sufficient to meet the danger of allowing the com- 
missioners to refuse appeals from their own decisions on questions involving 
tiles to entire estates; and it is urged that af absolute power of com- 
oo da reference on law questions to the Judicial Commissioner should 
given to any party affected. As for clause 22, the principal amendment 
to besubmitted will have for its object the enabling of any person who 
has a bond fide claim to have it litigated in the High Court and to have the 
fund, or portion of it affected, transferred to the High Court, leaving the 
land Commission clear to deal with undisputed cases. The councll 
further adopt the view that all decisions of a Judicial Commissioner under 
the Land Purchase Acts should be subject to appeal, and that appeals upon 
questions of law should, in proper cases, lie to the House of Lords. 

The Select Committee of the House of Commons on the Poor Prisoners’ 
Defence Bill heard evidence on the 21st inst., says the 7imes, from Lord 
Cranborne, M.P., as Chairman of the East Hertfordshire Quarter Sessions. 
Inthat capacity, he said, he had been impressed with the desirability of 
supplying prisoners with legal assistance for their defence. He had often 
found difficulty in cases where the prisoner was undefended. Prisoners, 
for example, sometimes did not understand the technicalities of pleading ; 
ani he instanced a case where a man, indicted on two counts, pleaded 
guilty, in ignorance, to the more serious charge, and was sentenced 
scorlingly to a more serious punishment, when subsequently there 

reason to believe that the man did not intend to plead guilty to 

More serious charge. In answer to Mr. Kimber, Mr. Duke, Sir J. 
Leese, and other members, the witness admitted that there might be a 
in giving the class of habitual offenders the right to insist on the 
yment of solicitor and counsel; but in the interests of justice they 
ought not to make a distinction between a rich gitilty man and a poor one. 
The assistance should be given before plea, but he was not prepared to say 
by what mede it should be provided, or how the desirable cases should be 
sifted from the undesirable. Sir Harry Poland, K.C., who gave his 
tamination -in-chief ab the former sitting generally against the Bill, again 
attended, and gave detailed evidence as to the present practice in London 
for ling the interests of prisoners, and ensuring for them a fair 
trial, He stated that he would be in favour of a system under which the 
Committing magistrate might, in a proper case, certify for legal aid in the 
risoner in the same way as was done in police prosecutions, 


case of ar 
Meus ought to be taken to see that a prisoner was really poor ; and this 


metsarily involved inquiry. 





EncGianp during the whole of the Circuits; the other judges till their 
respective commission days. 


Court Papers. 


Circuits of the Judges. 


The foliowing judge will remain in town: Tae Lory Carer Justice or 


. 


Norticre.—In cases where no note is appended to the names of the circuit 


towns, both civil and criminal business must be ready to be taken on:the 
first working day ; in other cases, the note appended to the name of the 
circuit town indicates the day before which civil business will not be taken. 
In the case of circuit towns to which two judges go, there will be no 
alteration in the old practice. i 


see eeeeete 
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The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 


June 4. — Messrs. H. E. Foster & Craxrreup, at the Mart, at 2: — 


ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS: 


Tu One-fourth of a Trust Estate, ted by Railway Stocks, &c., value 


£6,160. Also to One-Twentieth of Freehold Properties, &c., value £20,000 ; on 
the decease of two lives, both aged 68. Soliciter, David Davis, Bsq., London. 
To a Moiety of a Trust Fund, value £3,857; lady aged ®. Solicitors, Messrs. 


Phelps, ry ewe & Biddle, 
To One-half of old Public-house at Lie ge oe N,__ Also to One-half of 
me a value £3,500; lady aged T2. icitors, Messrs. Pearce-Jones 
r Co., on. - 
To One-seventh of £1,651 188,34, cent. Consolidated Stook ; 
75. Also to One-aixteenth of tiehe lid, tes cent. Capen 
lady 78, Reversioner survive in case; with . Boliei- 
tors, Messrs. « ne Londoa, 
th of a Trust of the value of on hy fa be 5 Sobciter, 
> ? 


To O 
‘ : E. awlings, Esq., Trowbridge ; and J. T, Rossiter, 


C 
Co 
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To One-fourth of a Trust Fund, value £3,632; lady aged 76, provided the Rever- 
sioner svrvive her; together with Policy. Solicitors, Messrs. Eardley-Holt & 
Hulbert, London. 

FOLICIES for £2 500, £2,000, £500. Solicitors, Chas. Howard, Esq., Manchester; and 
Chas. Dunderdale, Esq., Manchester. 
(See advertisements, this week, back page.) 

June 4.—Messrs. Stiusons, at the Mart, at 2:—South Lambeth-road : Freehold Ground- 
rents of £15 perannum. Clapham-road: Leasehold Ground-ren‘s of £26 per annum. 
Solicitors, Messrs. Ley, Lake, & Ley, London. Camberwell ; Freehold Ground-rents 
of £152 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. Woolton & Son, London. (See advertisement, 
this week, p. 3.) 

Jun> 4.—Messrs. 8. H. Davivs & Co., at the Mart, at 2:—Soho: Freehold House, No. 
18, Noel-street, Wardour-street, a few yards off Oxford-street, having a frontage 
of 17ft. 6in. and a depth of about 60ft. Solicitors, Messrs. Wild & Collins, London. 
(See advertisement, this week, p. 3.) 

Jun: 5.—Messrs. Norris, Sox, & Haney, at the Mart, at 2, in 46 Lots:—Freehold and 
Leasehold Ground-rents and Six Freehvld Properties, producing together nearly £1,100 
per annum. Property at Camberwell, Holloway, Hackney, Finsbury Park, Ealing, 
Sutton, and Clapham. Solicitors, Messrs. Collins & Cook, London. (See advertise- 
ment, May 23, p. 3.) 








. ° . 
Winding-up Notices. 
London Gaxitle.—Fuipay, May 22. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limirep 1x Cuancery, 


Artixurra (Mysore) Gorpv Mixine Syxpicare, Linrrep—Creditors are sequired, on or 
before July 13, to send their names and addresses, and the patticulars of their debts or 
claims, to William Leonard Bayley, 6, Queen st pl 

Eastern Ixvestrmest Cu, Liuirep—Creditors are required, on or before June 22, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred James 
Frederick Barker, 9, Throgmorton av. Travers-Smith & Co, Throgmorton av, solors 

Epuoxvsos Brorners, Liwirep (1x Liguipatios)—Creditors are required, on or before 
Jane 30, to send their names and addresses. together with full particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Mr. Thomas William Handley, 44, Booth st, Machester. Bullock & Co, 

ester, solor for liquidator 

Exeraant axp Cast_e Tueatre Co, Liwrrep —Creditors are required, on or before June 22, 
to send in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Joseph Ernest Bull, Theatre Royal, Elephant and Castle 

Grose Ow Co, Liutrep—Creditora are required, on or before June 8, to send in their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederic Jocelyn 
Davies, 63, Queen Victor'a st 

Giovcestersuire Ixvestors Assdcration, Lourep—Creditors are required, on or before 
May 29, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of the.r debts or claims, to 
William Davis Canning, Thornbtry, Glos. 

Goives Lisx Cossouipatev Gotp Mixes, Liairep (ix Liguipatios Creditors are 
required, on or before July 6, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Robert Warner, 10, Walbrock. Bilbrough & Plaskitts, Old 
Jewry, solors f.r liquidator 

os Co, oo - ae are required, on or before June 39, to send their names 
and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to F ior, 36 s 
ote 5 pa 0 Fred Senior, 36, Bank st, 

Mostcomery Mo:re Sure Conristos Doors Sysvrcatre, Liutrep -Petn for winding up, 

sented May 14, directed to be heard June 16. Wigan & Co, Norfolk House, Victoria 
bankment, solors for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not 
later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of June 15 

New Crype Gotv Mises, Liwrrep —Creditors are required, on or before July 3, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Bevitt & Dunn, 
10, Coleman st. Vallance & Co, Lombard House, George yard, slors for liquidators 

Rosuse & Fyxx, Liaurep (1x Liguipation)—Creditors are required, on or before June 27, 
to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
ene Sane, District Bank chmbrs, Bradford. Mossman & Co, Bradford, solors for 

uidator 

Sraz Surrixc Co, Liurten—Petn for winding up, presented May 4, directed to be heard 
at Newcastle on Tyne, June 11, at 10. Gibson & Co, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne, for 
Stephens & Co, Cardiff, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above- 
named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of June 10 


London Ga:ete.—Tuusvay, May 26. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lamitev 1x CHANCERY. 


Bertirsn Pore Ices Syxvicate, Limitep—Petn for winding up, presented May 19, 
directed to be heard June6. Ashley & Co, St Stephen’s chmbra, Telegraph st, solors for 
mers. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in 
on ey of June 15 
oLD Estates of Averratia, Lawrrey (1x Liguipatios)—Creditors are required, on or 
before July 3, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
daims, to Joreph George Coldwells, 343, Winchester House, Old Broad st. Burn & 
dge, Old Broad st, solors for liquidator 
Inisu Camesic AXD Damask Co, Lautren (1x_Ligvipatios)—Creditors are required, on 
or before June 6. to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of ther debts or 
claims, to R Hilditch, Westminster chmbra, East pirade, Leeda 
Kiowetty Inox Sueet axp Tix Pirate Co, Limitev— Creditors are required. on or 
fore July 3, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
. claims, o Samuel Taylor, Temple bldg, Goat st, Swansea 
saprnize Conruxoumn Co, Linmteo-Petn for winding up, presented May 21, directed to 
be heard June 16. Pritchard & Co, Painters’ Hall, Little Trinity In, solors for petner. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the after- 
wom of June 15 
tiexswortn Tows Harr Co, Lauttev —Creditors are required, on or before June 30, te 
send their names and addresses. and the particulars of their debt lai rthur 
PREM ars eir debts or claims, t 
John Marsden, 2), Market pl, Wirksworth gi ee 





Creditors’ Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day ov Cram. 
London Gave, Faivay, May 15 


Fer, Rienann Hexev, Benlah Hill, Norwood, Bookmaker on the Tarf J 13 B k 
v Fry, 6winfen Kady,J Beyfus, Lincoln's inn fields ens Bt gr 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette,—¥aivay, May 15. 
Averys, Jons Baawick, Darlington June 16 Gardner, Northallerton 






Agcuer, Josern, Alowick, Northumberland July 1_ Dickson & Co, Alnwick 
Bairstow, James, Halifax June6 Land & Foster, Halifax : Po 
Ba.iarp, Wititamu, Richmond, Borough Rate Collector June5 Smith & B : 
m 3 
Banks, Marv, Alkham, Kent June 24 Dawes &Co.Rye _ m 
Barratt, Harry Witiiaw, West Hampstead June 15 Romain, Bishopszite Withon, 
Borravaie. Esréraxce Decarierre, Clifton, Bristol Janz 17 Jacques & Co, Bristy, 
a. James, Fenchurch st, Tobac:> Broker June 2) Rivington & Son, 
bldga 
CLARE, rll Culch2th, Lincs Jun26 Jews & Son. Warring’ on va 
Crark, Frepvzaice, Oving, Bucks, Dealer June 24 Wilkins, Aylesbur, . 
Cievertey, Mary Ecizaserh Marta Ospacpisroxe, Southampton June 3) Santas 
Co, Southampton etal 
Coox, GronGe, Bradford, Watch Maker May 30 Beldon & Ackroyd, Bradford 
Coorer, Samvet, Dadley, Moulder June3 Hooper & Fairbairn, Dulley 
CovrtauLp, Evten, Guildford June 30 Janson & Co, College hill 
Cutury, Witttam Jouxson, Dover, Boatbuilder June 17 Prescott, Dover 
Curreis, Wititau Frepericx, Lewes June 20 Dawes & Son, Throgmorion st 
Dave, Samvet, Dover, Cinque Ports Pilot May 29 EW & V Kaocker, Dover 
Davies, Joan Wituiam, Southend on Sea June 15 Todi & Co, Southend on Seq 
Day, Ricuarp Pati, Bloomsbury sj July 1 Hasties, Lincoln's ian fields 
EsGuanpen, Sicuonp, Old Jewry May 27 Wingfield & Blew, Cheapside 
Fao.kver, Jonyx Barranp, Milk st, Commission Agent Jun2 30 Phelps& Co, Ald 
bu 
FisuEr, yA x, Doncaster May 3) Taylor & Co, Doncaster 
Forbes, Hexry Francis Gorpon, Cannes, France June 30 Forbes, Kensington - 
Fox, Wiit1aMm Rosert, Woodford, Essex, Caemist June 24 Byfield & Soas, Stoasbily, 
incoln’s inn i 
Gaskix, Jonx June8 Johnston? & Williams, Nottingh mm 
Gittow, Eten, Chartham, Kent July 15 O A & K Daniel, Ramsgate 
Geopyear, Cuarces, Lewisham June 30 Phelps & Co. Aldermanbury 
Goutt, Jaxe, Leytonstone, Essex June 80 Vaughan, Crickhowell 
Gow1ixe, Tuomas WittiaM, Fitzroy rd, Regent’spk June 23 Gribble & Co, Bedfoning 
semeans Jaset, Chorlton upon Medlock, Manchester June 25 Tucker & Co, Mn, 
chester 
HaAiock, Wititam, Kemp Town, Brighton June 30 Wright & Co, Lincoln's inn fies 
Harrer, Frank, Hamptonin Arden, Warwick, Butcher June 12 Chinn, Birmingham 
Hart, Wituiam Aywyt, Waterloo, Lanes, Broker June15 E wards, Liverpool 
Hearn, Hexey, Buckingham June2t Hearn & Hearn, Buckmgham : 
Jackson, Cano.ixe, Kensington July 15 Hudson & Co, Queen Victoria st 
Jounstoy, Georce Harvey, Blackhill, Durham, Licensed Victualler July1 Dicken 
Co, Alnwick 
Lampert, Sttvester Epwiy, East Retford, Notts July t Mee & Co, Retford 
Lawson, TaomaseNx. Corbridge on Tyne, Northumberland June 30 Dickinson & ( 
Newcastle on Tyne - : 
Leicu, Jony Struppy, Worthing June 16 Rooper & Whately, Lincoln's.inn fields 
veneer Aye EuizasetH, Warkworth, Northumberland July 1 Dickson & 
nwic 
> Jounx Hesry, Fontmell Magna Rectory, Dors2t June 21 Dibben, Wimbam 
finster 
Luxeiey, Wiit1am Tuomas Suaw, Southend on Sea June 20 Wood & Co, SouthendonSa 
Mc3uixness, Wi.uiam, jun, Liverpool, Commercial Traveller June 22 Frend, 
Liverpool 
Murray, Peter, Southport June 15 Slater & Co, Manchest 2r 
OrreweE.t, Joun Hexry, Derby June5 Whiston & Son, Derby 
Parry, Exvizasetu, Glyn Traian, Denbigh June 15 Minshall & Co, Llangollen 
Payxe, Wititam, Chideock, Dorset June 12 Whetham., Bridport 
Penxy, Joun Amor, Uxbridge, Estate Agent Junei0 Woodbridge & Sons, Uxbridge: 
Porrietoy, Ricnarp Dickox, Hyde Park gate June 18 Quin & Moody, Leather Markt 
-rmondsey 
Paice, Mary, Fulhamrd May 30 Lumley & Lumley, Conduit st 
Quiscey, Jous, Rarnsbury, Builder May 30 Braby & Macdonald, Arundel st, Strand 
Quirr, Hesry, Lincoln, Millwright May 3) Durance, Lincoln 
Rauspen, ALrrep ALpuenus, Dewsbarg, Oil Merchant July 1 Ridgway & Ridgway, 
Dewsbury 
Ricct, ANseLmo José Baroy pa Costa, Whitehall, nr Buxton, Derby June 15 Swamé 
Co, Leadenhall st 
Saunvers, Anviz Eorin, Streatley on Thames, Berks Junel H & C Collins, Reading 
Savix, Jouy, Llannor, Carnarvon June 2) Owen, Pwilheli : 
Suerwiy, a Greeswe.t, Nuneaton, Warwick June 30 Merriman & Co, Mited, 
Temple 
Sricer, Crara, Walsall June1 JN & E A Cotterell, Walsall 
Sprens, Harry Francis Sipxgy Snowvon, Manchester, Actor May 30 Neve & William, 
Tonbridge 
Sriunter, JEANNETTE Browniya, Kendal, Westmorland July 1 Galpin, Oxford 
SumumernaAves, Rev Juutus, Ealing June 13 Brown, Lincoln inn fields 
Titt, James Baurox, Thornbury, Glos, Farmer May 25 Crossman & Co, Thombuy 
Waker, Joux, West Streatham June 24 Fisher & Fisher, Old Queen st, Westminster 
Watrox, Josern, York, Artist June 26 Dent & Scruton, York 
Wess, Francis, Praze, Cornwall June 24 Thomas, Camborne 
Wess, Jane Coves, Hurst, Berks June6 HH & C Collins, Reading 
Wutrenouse, Haxnxan, Weston super Mare June6 Hargreave & Heaton, Birminghum 
Wickens, Marx, Basingstoke May 2} Chandler & Co, Basingstoke 
Wixkissox, Cuanvorre. Sheffield June 27 Webster & Styrinz, Sheffield 
Witirams, Catuerine, Conway June 18 Porter & Amphlett, Conway 
Woop, Tuomas, Westhoughton, nr Bolton June 12 Howarth, Westhoughton, nr Boulton 
Woovsvrs, James, Leicester June 16 Stevenson & Son, Leicester 
Wricatesworrn, Bexsamix, Harrogate, Insurance Superintendent June 2) Stead, Leek 
Wvarrt, Jous, Oxford, Tent Mazer July 1 Galpin, Oxford 


London Gazette, —-Tuusvay, May 19, 


Asusvnsen, Janes Heanert, Kensington ct, Wine Merchant June 24 Ganiell, 
Bedford row 

Baivey, Wittiam Henry, Dawley, Salo», Accountant June 20 Holmes, Dawley 
emae "ena Wituan, Heckington, Lincs, Surgeon June 29 Toynbee &%, 
ancoln 

Bixyecuam, Joux, Liverpool, Corn Merchant June 20 Batesons & Co, Liverpool 
Buack, Jaues, Biaamingham, Licensed Victualler May 30 Robbins, Birmingham 
Bu.ies, Jounx Nutt, Streatham June 16 Hopgoods & Dowson, Spring gdns 

Buiauer, Joux, Rast Keswick, Yorks, Shoe Maker June 20 Bimpson & Co, Leeds 
Burcueus, Witttam Warp, Babbicombe, Torquay June 25 Russell & Co, Norfolk a, 


Stra 

Burvox, Hecew Many, Thurloc sq, South Kensington July 4 Buker & Co, Vain ¢ 

Old Brow uA 

Counse1., Sanau, Bishopston, Bristol June 20 Harwood & Co, Bristol : 

CovssmaKer, Many Faasces, East London, 8 Africa Jgne 17 Wansey & Co, Moorgaled 

Forp, Rowcanp, Stroud, Glos June 24 Witchell & Sons, Stroud 

Forges, Tnonas, North Shields June 30 Adamson & Adamson, North Shields 

Goopyeran, Cnances, Lewisham June 30 Phelps & Co, Aldermanbury 

Gaevrrns, James, West Kensington, Boot Seller June 19 Buss, Tunbridge Wella 

Hacos, Eowanrv Dennis, Hackney June 20 Perkins & Weston, Gray's inn 94 

Hanoneaves, Aoxes, Southport June 30 Robinson & Bons, Clitheroe 

Haruo, Mantaxne Euaa, Philbeach gdns, Earl's Court June 19 Amos & 4, 

New ct, Lincoln's inn 

Baarier, Dea, Pitemoor, Shefficld, Commercial Traveller June 24 Rolgerm & Co, 
effield 

Lamront, Faances Nosie, West Lancaster July 9 Johnson & Tilly, Lancaster 

Lomas, Witttam, and Feaxces Lomas, Ashton uidee Lyne June 13 Richards & Hast 





Atexaspen, Saran, Bow June15 Romain, Bichopegate Without 


Ashton under Lyne 
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er, Newcastle upon Tyne May 31_ F & E Emley, Newcastle upon Tyne 
SaMusl, Bedford, Farmer July 1 Porter, Bedford 

Tomas, Mountfitchet, Essex June13 Ge & Sous, Bishop's Stortford 

y, Middlesbrough, Seaman June 27 Borrie, Middlesbro’ 
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Manet, 





une 22 Alderson, 





{ 
‘pPLEMISS, 








graa Hannan, Halifax June6 Boocock, Halifax 
Cardiff, Coachbuilder June 2) Cousins & Co, Cardiff 


‘yuniay, 
stv3, Blackheath, Ken; June2t Leggatt & Co, Raymond bldgs, Gray's 


Nonwas, JOHN. 
Pareesos, Avev 
Grorct AtrreD, Prestwich, Lancs June2t Slater & Co, Manchester 









eo y PxitcHaRD, , ¢ Yes, 
me 3) ~ y, Liangattock, Brecon June 24 Vaughan, Crickhowell 
Saag Ee te Bethune rd, Stamford Hill June 30 Gush & Co, Finsbury cirous 
Bradford Rca Agrave Wakemas, Eastbourne June 16 Donaldson, Bedford row 
ey od Rey Cuaates MANLeEy, BD, Aldridge, Staffs July 1 Wordsworth & Co, Blooms- 


ver 

norton st aren F 

» Dover sept, CHARLES, Lytham, Lanes June 22 Challinor, Manchester 

nd on Seq Be ER *Jessixes, Ramsgate June 22 Edwards & Willson, Ramsgate 

fields —_ " Jaues, Howden, Yorks, Straw Dealer Junel Everatt & Silvest2r, Goole 

le ~— Rev Jou, Botzen, Tyrol, Austria June 24 Ridsdale & Son, Gray’s inn sz 

s& Co, Aldermy. asus, Jou, Moss Side, Manchester, Oil Merchant June 20 Farrar & Co, Manchester 
ny yog, BUEN Mase, Dover June9 E W & V Knocker, Dover : 
Tinitey, Saran JAN®, Sheffield June 15 H & A Maxtleld, Shettield 

nsiagton uaxee, JESSIE Carotixe, Sutton, Surrey June 10 Russell & Co, Norfolk st, Strand 

3223, Stoashiiy, Wesmmortanp, ADELAIDE Ipa, Countess of Ramsgate June 15 Burrows & Weigall, 

te 


: Co, Bedfi 
cker & Can 
culn's inn 

n, Birmi a 
slverpool 


, St 


aly 1 Dicken ¢ 


t ford 
Dickinson & a, 


inn fields 
Dickson & (4, 


bben, Wimbom 


Southend on Sq 
¢ 22 Frend, 


igullen 

ms, Uxbri 
Leather Tit 
lel st, Strand 
iy & Ridgway, 
© 15 Swanmé 
ins, Reading 
& Co, Mitred, 


ve & Williams, 
«ford 


Co, Thornbury 
Westminster 


Birmingham 


mm, nr Bolton 
Stead, Leeds 


24 Gandell, 


awley 
»ynbee & 1, 
wo) 

sham 

s 

[weds 

, Norfolk #, 


lo, Union & 


, Moorgates 
Ids 
Wella 


| 
vald & hon, 
lgers «& Co, 


iter 
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Waaey, Roper Seywovr, Woking, Underwriter June 15 Frere & Co, Lincoln’s inn 


Junel1 Everatt & Silvester, Goole 


vole, Yorks ‘ 
Aug 2 Kenyon & Son, Thorne, via 


y, Mary, Ge 
Waetas Stainforth, Yorks, Farmer 


Warrevey, CHARLES, 
ster 
Wartrietp, Dieaos, Calishead, Lanes June 3) Barrow & Smith, Manchester 
Wuus, Hevay, Clifton Dowas, Bristol Jun> 30 Pepper & Co, Birmingham 
Yares, Wetisam, Kirk Hammerton, Yorks Junel6 Peach & Titley, Harrogate 
Feipay, May 22. 
June 30 Marsden & Co, Old Cavendish st 


London Gazette. 

Aven, Ropert Cacprr, Paddington, RN 

Anpex, GRORGE 
ii 


Bartow, Rosert, St Peter's, Isle of Thanet, Kent, Surgeon June 22 Dawes & £018, 
1 et, Throgmorton st } 

Binzey, Witttam, Liverpool, Merchant July 1 Bewley & Sons. Liverpool 

Bearry. Isapecta, Southsea July 1 Bul eel & Rowe, Plymouth 

Berrs, Jaues, Boddington, Northampton June2}_ Pellatt & Pellatt, Banbury 

Brack, Jaurs, Birmingham, L'censed Victualler May 3) Robbins, Birmingham 

Boros, Saran, Latchford, Chester June 24 Hall & Son, Manchester - 

Box, James Henry, Thorpe Hesley, Yorks, Grover's Assistant June 2t Smith & Co, 
Shettiel 


eld 
Caveros, Kexera, Bishops Stortford, Herts June 19 Richardson & Co, Much Hadham 
Cinete, Cuances Louis Ocrave, Twickenham June 39 Phelps & Co, Aldermanbury 
Caavey, Joux, Wakefield, Engineer June 22 Maitland & Haworth, Wakefield 
Davies, Grirritu, Lianidan, Anglesey July 7 Musters & Rogers, ——— 
Day, Bicuarp Puitap, Bloomsbury sq_ July 1 Hasties, Lincoln's inn fields 
Dorr, Tuouas Wititam, Streatham June 18 Maldisor& Co, Old Jewry _— 
Burry, Watter Georce, Liverpool, Estate Agent Jun? $80 Grace & Co, Liverpool 
Eyorx, Hayyau, Cambridge June 30 Builey, Cambridge 
Persexry, Anne, Barnsley, Yorks, Innkeeper June 25 Carrington & Co, Barnsley 
Guuoway, Davip, Gt Horton, Bradford, Coal Merchant June 20 Banks & Co, Bradford 
Garytuzt?, Mary, Southsea Jaly 11 Hobbs & Rrutton, Portsmouth 
Grpor, CuartoTre, Bedford June 13 Sharman & Trethewy, Bedford 
Gouxe, Wiit1AM, Melton Mowbray, Builder June 2) Brayshaw, Chancery In 
Gaanam, May, Lancaster June 23 Halton & Holgaon, Carlisle 
Hanns, Avram, Stroud Gren June 2t Raphael & Co, Moorgate st 
Heours, Maniua, Pontesford, Saiop July 4 How & Son, Shrewsbury 
live, Grorar, Stratford June 22 Hillearys, Stratford 
Maswiox, Eowanp Joun Barctay, Milton next Si:tingbourne, Surgeon Jane 1 Dixon, 
Sittingbourne 
Mansu, Isaneuta, Darnall, Shefficld June 2 Smith & Co, Sheffield 
Meape, Jars, Stockport, Provision Dealer June 2t Johnston, Stockport 
Murs, Witttam, Knightsbridge, Hairdresser July 3 Whitfield, Gt Winchester st 
Moatis, Eeexezer, Barry, Glam June 24 Hughes, Barry 
Neweowr, Mania Lypia, Bournemouth July 1 Warner & Kirby, Winchester 
oes. Tuomas, Byfield, Northampton, Publican June 23 Peliatt & Pellatt, Banbury, 
mn 


on s, Weston, nr Runcora, Chester, Clerk Jun» 20 Burton & Wardale, | 


Baykes Frover, Gt Marlborough st Jun2 39 Slade, Laurence Pountney | 


Peret, Rorerr Done, Nantwich, Chester, Ironmonger June 30 Martin, Nantwich 
—— - b fae Saaetean, Loughhesenh, Plsvined Victualler ly 1 Moss & 
r, Lou roug! 
Suita, Henry Court, Stonehouse,Glos June 24 Stockdale, Wednesbury 
| Sykes, WILLIAM, Laceby in Saddleworth, Yorks June30 Hall & Co, Huddersfield 
| Taeace, Racpn, Croydon June 22 Eri & Newnham, Croy: 
Wapswortn, Jonny, Leeds, Provision Me t July29 W & EH Foster, Leeds 
Wake, Rozert, Sunderland June 30 Simey & Co, erland 
Water, Ewma Resecca, Hastings June 3) Fox, Dover 
| Wuirecey, Caarves, Stainforth, Yorks, Farmer Aug 2 Kenyon & Sons, Thorne, via 
Doncaster 
| London Gazette.—Tvuespay, May 26. 


Avperson, Susanyan, Appleby June4 E & E A Heelis, Appleby 
| ALExanpDER, Grorct, Hounslow June 27 C & E Woodroffe, Gt Dover st, Southwark 
| ALexanper, Jviia Cuar.otte, Nottingham June 30 Johnson & Son, Gray’s inn sq 
Bett, Joux, Derby June 24 Briggs, Derby 
Benxvon, Epwarp Loyp, Feltham Hill June 20 Hopgoods & Dowson, 8 
Bostos, Wriuiam, and Mary Axw bosstey Bostoy, Norwich, Pawn 
d & Bacon, Norwich 
Capy, Isaac, Maxton, Dover June 22 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 
CanTLay, ALEXANDER Syect, Thornton Heath, Civil Servant June 19 
Kasinghall st 
Cuantritt, James Bevay, Birmingham, Merchant June 25 Pepper & Co, Birmingham 
ames mame Marflee*, Kingston upon Hull, Cowkeeper July 1 Thorney & Son, 


u 
Goorer, RichaArp Wiseman, Kingston upon Hull, Surgeon July 1 Thorney & Son, 


a. 
Craaie, Jane, West Kirby, Chester June 27 Mason & Co, Liverpool 
Davies, Hexkxy Joux, Newport, Mon, Solicitor June 30 Davis & Co, Newport, Mon 
Deakin, Epwarp, Cheadle, Chester July 23 Heath & Sons, Manchester 
Dearnacey, Jonny, Glossop, Derby, Schoolmaster June 20 Davis & Knowles, Glossop 
Draper, Groror, Lincoln June l5 Burton & Co, Lineoln 
Devummonn, Heirs Fayvy, Caps, Taylor County, Texas, U3A June 22 Maddison & Co, 
Old Jewry 
| Ervor, Henry Macuty, Nottingham, General Draper July 10 Eking & Wryles, 
Nottingham 
Famitron, Racner, NewcastleonTyne July 25 Dransfield & Elsdon, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Granoe, Mary Exizaseru, Northwich June30 Trafford & Cook, Northwich, Cheshire 
Harris, Tuomas, Painswick, Glos July 1 Witchell & Sons, Stroud , 
Hoveuron, Ricamuonp, Iten June 13 Ley & Co, Chel 
Howe, Janes, Shetfield, Butcher June 25 Neal, Sheffield 
| Huweurey, Henry Jouy, South st, Thurloe sq June 30 Druces & Attlee, Billiter sq 
Hunt, Jane, Erdington June 22 Cottrell & Son, Birmingham 
Hustre, Epwarp Ferp, Sevenoaks July 1 Carnell & Richardson, Sevenoaks 
Jarmay, Eowarp, Newtown, Mon‘gomery, Haulier July 13 Powell, Newtown 
Jessup, Surtn, North Searle, Lincs, Gardener June 30 Toynbee & Co, Li 
Jones, Ann, Llandudno June 27 Mason & Co, Liege 
Lixpsay, Catureine, Clerkenwell July 1 Phi & Morrell, Bedford row 
Lockett, Jessiz, Grassendale, nr Liverpool July8 Evaits & Co, Liverpool 
McCatmwont, Harney Lestie Bivype.t, St James's sq June 30 Rooper & Whately, 
Lineoln’s inn fields 
Marsu, Mary Jane, Dover Jun? 30 Hoar & Co, Maidstone 
Maerix, Ronert, Bedford, Draper June15 Muir & Co, Watling st 
Mayo, Atrrep, Smethwick, Staffs, Glass Painter July 1 Hampton, West Bromwich 
Nasu, Witiiam, West Dean,Gl s, Farmer June 20 Fryer, Coleford 
Ovtons, Josxrn, Tipton, Licensed Victualler June 10 ooper & Fairbairn, Dudley 
Pacorrr, Heten Marta, Worthing June 30 J & Son, Gray’s inn sq 
Partixoton, Heien, Arundel Worsley, Lancs June ll Unsworth, Leigh, Lancs 
Peerix, Eowarp Haywarp, Temple Cloud, Somerset, Solicitor June 30 Benson & Co, 


Bristol 
Puen, Janes —, Newcastle on Tyne, Bank Accountant June 26 Gradwell & Co, 
iverp9>! 
Ricnarpsox, Deswoxp Frrzceratp Fraser, Avenue de Barisart Spa, Belgium June 30 
y Nye and George John Clewer, 15, Prince Albert st, Brighton 
Rorerts, Davio, Birmingham June 27 Lee & Co, Birmi 
Roetyson, Joserpu, Beswick, Manchester July 9 Farrar & Co, Manchester 
Scorr, Wattre, Nottingham June 30 Sale & Son, Derby 
Seace, Eviza Wittiams, Parkstone, Dorset June 30 Bourn & Symes, Weymouth 
Suernerp, Cuarces, Croydon June 30 Young & Co, Hastings 
Taomupson, Saran Axs, Hull July 1 bie Son, Hull 
Tipswett, WiitiaM, Southport July 1 Williams, Southport 
Toorn, Joux, Hove June 30 Nye & Clewer, Brighton 
Warr, ALEXxAnper, Letham gdns, W Schoolmaster June 30 Hyland & Co, Cannon st 
Woopcrort, Acyrs Brerna, Redcliffe gdns,8 Kensington July 5. Trower & Co, New 
sq, Lincoln's inn 
' Wriaut, Hepiry, Golspie, Sutherland June 30 Gadsden & Treherne, Bedford row 


i ns 
me La une 30 


Leslie & Co, 








. 
Bankruptcy Notices. 
London Gazette-—Turspay, May 19. | 
FIRST MEETINGS. | 
Avtaistix, Wiiriam Ricnarp, Salford, Baker May 27 at 
29 Off Ree, Byrom st, Manchester 
Banker, Josern Hexny, Hereford May 29 at 3.30 2, Offa 
st, Hereford 
kp, Jawrs Anrnvur, Burton on Trent May 27 at 3.45 
Hotel, Station st, Burton on Trent 
Biacsevrx, Josern, Birstall, Yorks, Oil Merchant May 
W at 10.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, 


ry 
Bort, Euwa, Netherfield, Notts, Fancy Draper May 29 
at12 Off Ree, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 
Burr, Joun, Lostock, nr Bolton, Cotton Doubler May 28 
M3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 
Cuwrorru, Jonx Epwarp, Sproatley in Holderness, 
— May 27 at 11 Off Ree, Trinity House In, 


| Jowrs, Evan, Abe’ 


Grimsby 


| Menuvurr, Aureep, B 


29 at3 
Dairymen May 27 atll 


Reap, Jony, Swindon 


’ May 
cleus, Swindon 


Davies, Wituiau Joux, Smethwick, Staffs, Tnocubator 


Mnfacturer May 29 at 11 174, Coyporation st, 
Birmingham Of Rec, Ryrom st, Manchester 
Donkixe, Gronar Wittiam, Kidderminster, Builder May r 
Mat215 The Lion Hotel, Kidderminster 11.30 24, Railway 


Wakhs, Wittiaw ‘Tuomas, Maudlin, nr Liskeard, Corn- | Rownry, oa Tunstall, 


| Joxrs, Epowarp Horace Lronarp, Colchester, G.ocer May 
28at11 Great Eastern Hotel, Liverpool st 

rgwynfl, Glam, Coal Miner May 29 at 
11.45 Off Ree, 31, Alexandra rnd, Swansea 
Lamuimay, Wittiam Henry, Burten on Stather, Lines, 
| Grocer May 27 at 11 Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt 


Lanarorp, Jon, Shipley, Sussex, Grocer May 28 at3 Off 
Ree, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 
Troyp, Ricuarp Jones, Swansea, Solicit'r May 23at 12.15 
tf Rec, 31, Alexandra rd. 


Off Rec, County chmbrs, Market pl, Stockport 
| Off Ree, The Red House, 
Morris, Atraep Eryest, Knighton, Radnor, Grocer 
2, Offa st, Hereford 
Park, G@ W,and T Park, Wellington pl, Blackfriars 1d, | 
| Puiciips, James, Aberbargoed, Monmouth, Grocer May 
27 at12- 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Ricuarps, W F, Manchester, Plumber May 28 at 2.30 


RosseTire, Wavrer Evtiorr, Anerley, Clerk May 29 at 


Svirn, Warrrr Eowtx, Summertown, Oxford, Beaker 
j May 28at12 1, St Alates, Oxford 
Srrraincs, Freperick Cuartes, Plymouth, Pawnbroker 
| May 27 at 11 Off Rec, 6, Athenseum ter, Plymouth 
Srvarr, Matipa, Hanover sq, Dressmaker May 28 at 11 
nkruptey bldgs, Carey st ; 
Surcuirrer, Jowy, and Wriiam Sowpex, Hebden Bridge, 
Yorks, Clothiers May v¥ at 11.30 Court house, Bank 
parade, Burnley 
Warremax, H Turoporr, Red Lion sq May 2 at 12 


, Swansea Bankruptey , Carey st 
Massry, Many Jaye, Heaton Norris, Lancs May 27 at11 | Wurrr, Sawurt Hexer Dvenos, Seacombe, Chester, 
| Chandler May 27 at 3 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 
radford, Stationer June 2 at 12.30 | Liverpool . 


| Yarrs, Eowarp, and Jony Harr Yares, Harrogate, Coach- 
May |- builders May 28at1 Off Rec, The Red House, Dun- 
combe pl, York ° 


Duncombe pl, York 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


Arrack, Wrenam Warten, Bedford, Draper Bedford 
Pet May 4 Onl May 

Bcackeavey, Joseen, Birstall, Yorks, Oil Merchant Dows- 
bury Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Boorn, Euaa, Net . Notts, Fancy Draper Notting- 

's Pet a 2 Ord May , * a 

Brows, James, Kingston upon ews Agen lng- 
ston upon Hull Pet May 16 “Ord May 16 

Burcnece, Writtam Sauce, Stratford, Boot Dealer High 


Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


27 at 11 Off Ree, 38, Regent | 


London Bridge 
Staffs, Boat Buil’er May 23 


ee prrmaker May 2 atil Off Rec, 6, Athenseum | at 11,30 Ree, King st, Neweastle, Staffs Court Pet May8 Ond May 15 

§ ter, Plymouth Scnonrs, Atagrr, and James Jexnivas, Manchester May | Cuoven, Hexey, Walsall, Confectioner Walsall Pet May 
Pen 8 May 29at12 Bankruptey bldga, Carey st Wat Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 5 Ord May 4 

VANS, Bexsawis Lewes, Ebbw Vale, Mon, Builder May | Scurr & Son, RC, Waterloo nl, Lambeth, Builders May | Conus, Maria Ayn, Sudbury, Suffolk, Manufacturer 


Sati 185, High st, Merthyr Tydfil pg 
Witiiam, Birmingham May 27 at 11 174, Corpora- 
i st, Birmingham 
% Wituiaw Tuomas, Birmingham, Costumier May 23 
all 174, Corporation et, Birmingham 


Sma 
} 


| Surrn, Jou, ckpool 
Sz, Chapel st, Preston 





Bankruptoy bldgs, Carey st 
Les, Josrpn, Heaton Geewt, Lancs May 27 at 11.90 Off 
Rec, County chmbrs, Mar 


Preston May 29 at 3 Offi Reo 





Colchester Pet at May15 
Davip, Davin, Clydach Vale, Glam, Confectioner Ponty- 
i Pet 16 Ord 18 
INTERBURY, burn, Printer Black- 


Ord May 16 


et pl, Stockport 
Dickinson, Isaac 
barn Pet May 16 
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Daew, 2 Jous, Ox , Camberwell grove High Court Pet March 27 
Ord 

Epwarps, Wine am Tromas, Liskeard, oneeh, Shoe- 
maker Plymouth Pet May 14 Ord Miy1 

Exuiott, Irvine, Carlisle, Hotel Proprietor Carlisle Pet 

May 16 Ord May 16 


Exmens, Tuomas Frepeeick, Newport, = Hatter New- 
port, Mon Pet May 14 Ord May 1 


Evans, Grorce, Merthyr Vale, a Collier Merthyr 
Pet May 13 "Ord May 1% 
Fox, Francis Laxe, Chelsea, Captain High Court Pet 
‘an7 Ord May 15 
Gorrz, Wittiam, Diemsingiiae Birmingham Pet March 
10 May 15 


Hvaworrtn, Ropert Hexrx, West Hartlepool, Grocer's 
Assistant Durham Pet May 15 Ord May 15 
Joxes, Evax, Abergwnfi, Glam, Coal Miner Aberavon 
Pet April ‘04 Ord May 14 
ae: James Georct, Surbiton, Iron Founder High Court 
et May 16 Ord May 16 
Joes, James Jony, Abtravon, Outfitter Aberayon Pet 


April7 Ord May 16 

Keita, R C, Granville pl, — sq, Lieutenant High 
Court Pet Jan7 Ord May 

“Kent, Tsomas Hesry, Catford, Plumber Greenwich Pet 
May 15 Ord$May 15 


y 
Laxyerorp, Joay, Shipley, Sussex, Grocer Brighton Pet 
May 15 Ord May 15 


Latimer, ALEXANDER, and Water Cott ixs, Birmingham 
Birmingham Pet April 24 Ord May 1 

Mesuvin, Atrrep, Harrogate, Sentioner York Pet 
May 16 Ord May 16 


Mixes, Giron James, Bristol, Refreshment House Keeper 
Bristul Pet May4 Ord May 14 

Park, Grorce Wittiam, and Toomas Park, 
pl, Blackfriars rd, Dairymen High 
April 22 Ord May 16 

Perres, Water Ricuarv, Bexhill, Sussex, Wardrobe 
Dealer Hastings Pet April 29 Ord May 15 

Pratt, Juus Bravcxsuaw, Stockport, Contender Stockport 

Pet April 28 Ord May 15 


Wellington 
Court Pet 


Row ter, Cuartes, Tunstall, Boat Builder Hanley Pet 
20 Ord May 16 
Rrtaxp, THomas oprets, Cheltenham, Innkeeper 
Pet May 14 Ord May 14 


Scores, Atsret,and Jawes eer Manchester Man- 
chester Pet April 20 Ord May 14 

Scuoter, THomas Epwarp,. wich, Barge 
Greenwich Pet April 21 “May 15 

Sewarps, — Sleaford; imate Printer and Stationer 
Boston Pet May 15 Ont May 15 

Suita, Grozcr Rerorxatp) Ee week Builder Tredegar 
Pet May 16 Ord May 1 

Scrcuirre, Jonx, and Watts Sowpex, Hebden Bridge, 
certs Whoiesale Clothiers Burnley Pet March 31 

5 

Titer, - mh Leicester, Baker Leicester Pet May 14 
Ord May 14 

Woossax,, Bowex Portixcer, nny, 
Croydon Pet March 11 Ord May 

Yates, Epwaev, and Jon~x ey itn Harrogate, 
Coachbuilders York Pet May 14 Ord May 14 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDED. 


Beit, James Feepericx Carevrures, John st, Bedford 
row, Architect Hi Court. Rec Ord July 14, 1898 
Adjud Aug 1, 1893 and Annul May 12, 1903 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Owes, Owex Etiax, Liverpool, Minister 
Liverpool Adjud June 21, 1902 


Owner 


Surrey 


of Religion 
Annul May 15, 196 


London Gazette.—F nivay, May 22. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ALL wenook, Eersezen, Derby _ Derby Pet May 18 Ord 
16 


Jous, Kilburn High Court Pet 
‘Ord May 51 
Baremas, Tou n Hexey, Queen Victoria st High Court | 
Pet March24 Ord May 15 
Bessixtox, Atrexp Jouxs, Gray's inn rd, Hotel Manager 
Court Pet April?8 Ord May 19 
Bacos, Feevrewx, 
Maj 16 Ori May 16 
Berrrais, Tuomas Aetuve, Macclesfield, 
Pet ers 18 Ord May 18 
Beoutrr, D. E. Stoke Newington High Court 
April! Ord May 18 
Beows Gren 
Ord Ma 
guammatl im Alnwick, Northumberiand, Cattle Dealer 
mantle on Tyne Pe May 19 Ord May 19 


April 18 


Coachbuilder 


Caatritiy, ey me x Anrave, Stapleford, Notts, Builder | 
Derby 


Pet May 19 Ord May 19 
Crarvroera, Groxor Hexer, leeds, Groeer Leeds 
19 Ord May 19 
tamiywhart, Wal lingham, 
PA May Ord May 16 
NaAtingham, Merchant Nedtingham 
Ord May 19 
Comer, Hanan, ani Onsniee Conners, Bishop's Castle, 
wt Pet May 19 =Ord May 19 
Cees, at REECE, Bedditte gene, Kenstagton, Jcmurnalist 
High Court Pa April] Und May 
Deeawoern, Tacn ss, — pan a Agent, 
Pet May Ori May 
smn, ALicz, Penistome, Yorks, General Draper Warnsley | 
Pet May 19 Ord May 19 
Ev ceswes, Wissen, 


Pet | 
Lines, 


Pet 





Leeds» 


Denton, Lanes, | icone’ Victualler | 
Asttim under Lyne va April 24 Ord May 16 

Tem, Soe Witttan, Cardiff, Vruiteree’s Manager Car- 

ant me * 4 ‘Pet May 16 

Pawns, yt AAA ext Witten, Yorks, Farmer 

7 | 

Son, Moc.eos, Builder PraAtord ' 

PA May 16 is 


’ van 
ay lv 


Wakefield, Honier Wakeficld Pet | 


Pet | 
\ Hyde Ashtom under Lyne Pet May 15 | 


| Kes 


Girvix, Joux, Widnes, tenes, Confectioner Liverpool 
Pet May 18 Ord May 18 

Guazr, -—! | agg Torquay, Draper Pet 
May a May 

Gray ry % Wood Green, Grocers High Court Pet 
May 8 om May 19 

Grocock, Jonny Wixsursy, Lincoln Lincoln Pet May 20 
Ord May 20 

Groves, JosrpH Wittam, Sutton a Haats, Builder 
Winchester Pet May8 Ord May 20 

Hartanp, Jony Ropeet, Thirsk, ag Auctioneer North- 
allerton Pet May 19 Ord May 19 

Hey. Georck Hervert, Morecambe, Confectioner Preston 
Pet May 19 Ord May1!9 : 

Hitcues, Epwarp, Northwich, Grocer Nantwich and 
Crewe Pet May 19 Ord May 19 : 

Hvaues, Taomas Amos, Liaerpool, Printer Liverpool Pet 
Mayl Ord Mayl 

Hvrwoetn, Joux Grorce Cook, Bishop Auckland, Durham, 
Baker Durham Pet May 19 Ord May 19 

Ivesox, Ricuarp Hurten, Kingston upon Hull, Hair- 
dresser’s Assistant Kings ton upon Hull Pet May 20 
Ord May 20 

Jacxsos, Cuartes H, Hove Brighton Pet April 8 Ord 
May 19 


a.) Trevor, Carmarthen, Provision Merchant 
Carmarthen -Pet May 20 Ord May:20, 

Joxes, Wituiam’ Ernest, Stratford, ae Agent 
High Court Pet May 18 Ord May 18 

McCaxs, Witiiam Jon, Leeds Leeds Pet May 18 Ord 
May 18 


anehite. ALFRED, Bosley Heath, Kent Rochester Pet 
May 19 Ord May 19 

Masu, Wittiam Henry, Upper ae Fruiterer Wands- 
worth Pet May 18 Ord May 18 

Morcax, Jons, Bermond ~! st, Dairyman High Court 
Pet April 23 Ord May 20 


Exeter 


Morais, Isaac, Aberaman, Aberdare, Collier Aberdare 
Pet May 19° Ord May 19 
Oxtey, Jous nd Bradford Bradford Pet May 19 
Ord May 1 
Paicr, THOM A35, Brixton hill Wandsworth Pet Match 31 
Ord May 13 
Prarce, Wituiam Henry, Miller 


St am, Cornwall, 
Pet May 5 Ord May 
Pickurs, Wittiam, Nelson, ow thg Coal Dealer Byles 
Pet May 13 Ord May 2) 
Ricumoyp, Marcus, eecett rd, Mile End, Boot Dealer 
High Court Pet April 30 Ord May 20 
Rocres, Epwarp J, Middlesbrough, Picture Frame Maker 
Middlesbrough Pet May2 Ord May 19 
Reve, Wittiam Bewsnett, Penzance, Cornwall, Physician 
Truro Pet April9 Ord May 18 
Sincretros, Wittiam, Hampton, Lae . 
Kingston, Surrey "Pet May 19 Ord May 
Sroop.ey, Georce ALFRED, _ Cardiff ,C i 4 Cardiff 
Pet May 16 Ord May 16 
Titey, Harry Oaktry, Naneaton, 
Leicester Pet May 18 Ord May 18 





Manager 


Shoe Finisher 


Tittey, Owex, Nuneaton Leicester Pet May 18 Ord 
| May1s 
Wickens, A.pert, Marden, Kent, Gunsmith Maidstone 


Pet May 20 Ord May 20 
Wicrrams, Evas Hesry, Aberystwith, Build.r 
Ord May 19 


Pet May 19 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Arrack, Wituiam Wavrer, Bedford, Dug 
11.3) Off Rec, Bridge st, No 
Avery & Co, Jous, Salusbury rd, Kil ron June 3 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
| Bareuas, Anruve Heyery, Queen Victoria st June 4 at 11 
| Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
| Breices, Feeorricx, Wakefield, Hosier 
| Ree, 6, Bond terr, Wakefield 
| Catvert & Scatvs, Calverley, Yorks, Joiners June 5 at 
2.30 Off Ree, 29, Tyrrel st,.Brad ford 
| Crovenu, Hesey, Walsall, Confectioner June 8 at 11 
Ree, tect 
Ey - Gerorcr, Merthyr Vale. Glam, Cullier 
135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Foster, Wa1an Davin, Hitchin, Herts, Carpenter May 
} Wati2 Off Ree, Bridge st, Northampton 
Fox, Mov.sox, Shiple: *. Yorks, Wagon Builder June 5 at 
3.30 Off Ree, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Guiaze, ALBERT Heyay, Torquay, Draper June 11 at 10.30 
| Off Ree, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 
| Gower, Wittiam Cuan.es, Cherryhinton, Cambridge, Boot 
Maker May 30 at 12.40 Off Ree, 5, Petty Curg, 
Cambridge 
Hate, Ricuanp, iene, Butcher June 8 at 11.30 
on Ree, Wolverham 
| Homewoon, Furpenicn, Bridewell pl, Ludgate circus, 
Printer June 3 at 2.30 Binkruptey bidga, Carey st 


May 30 at 


Janedatil Off 


Off 


June 2 at 3 


Jousstos, Tnomuas, Stepney, Draper June 4 at 2.30 
ce Carey st 
| Joums, Witssanu vest, Stratford, Adve wentig Agent 


June 3 at 12.30 Bankruptey bldg», Ca Sarey st 
sepy, Tuomas, Leeds, Draper June 1 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Keer, Taouass Hesey, Catford, Plumber June 4 at 12.30 
24, Kailway app, London Bridge 


Liurweirys, Jame Hexen, Liverpool. Team Owner June 
Wati2 Off Rec, 6, Victoria st, Liverpool 
McCass, Witstan joux, Ieeds June 1 at 11 Off Ree, 


22, Park row, Leeds 

Neave, Avovesow Wiitsan, Te enabery, Glon, Carpenter 
May 20 at 4.3) County Court bidgs, Cheltenham 

Oxtev, Joux Bewsauin, bradford, Jane 5 at 3 
Ott Kee, 23, T: rrek wt, "Bradford 

Proutey, D M, Stoke Newington June 3 at 12 Bank- 
rupte bidgs, Carey at 

Bausay, Witsstau Datzier, Bradford, Restaurant Propric- 
tor May ®atil Off Ree, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

| Reopixe, Feasx Kooan, Cambridge, Builder's Clerk May 
Mati2 Off Ree, 5, Petty go Oe mainbridge 

Reeve, Janes Hunky, North alsham, Norfolk, Coal 
Merchant May & at 12.% Off Hee, 6, King at, 
Norwich 


ruiterer 


















Ric:wonp, Marcus, Mile — Boot Dealer 
Bankruptcy bldg», Carey st 
Rycanp, Thomas Rorerrs, Cheltenham, Loner 
30 at4 County Court bidgs, Cheltenham 
Scuorie.p, Josnvua, Markington, nr Ripon, Pai 
8 at 11.30 Court House, ‘Northallerton rer 
Scnocey, Tuomas Epowarp, Greenwich, Barze Ownis . 
3 at 12.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 
Suarmay, Wittiau, Brackley, Northampton; 
Victualler May 30 at 12 1, £t. Aldate’s , Oxford 
Tittry, GrorGe, Leicester, Baker June 5 at 19 Of B: 
1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Triiey, Harry Oakcey, Nuneaton, Warwick, 
Junie 8at12 Off Ree, 1. Berri idge st, Lane Hie 
Titiey, Owen, Nuneaton, Wz arwick, M auufacturer Jog 
at12 Off Reo, 1,B orridge st, Leicester ' 
Witsot, James, Old Kent rd May 39 at 1139 
95, Temple chmbrs Temple av Of be 
Wixson, Georce Rosert, Cleethorpes, Tailor 
11 Off Ree, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby or May td 
Woopvixe, Joun How.rp, Dawley, Salop, Provision Ma, 









¥ 












chant May 3) at 1.30 OF Ree, 42, 8 J 
Shrewsbury = i 
ADJUDIC . TIONS. 
Acpricn, Jouxy Harsayt, Praed st, Paddington, Hose 


High Court Pet April 24 Ord May 18 
AL —_— Epsenrzer, Derby Derby Pet May 8 Oy 


Ma: 
Brags, 1K, Wakefield, Hosier Wak 
May 16 Ord May 16 field 
Brittain, Tuomas. Artuur. Macclesfield, Coach 
7 Macclesfield Hyde 18 Ord May 18 ik 
rown, Georce, Hyde, Ashton under Lyne Pet 
Ord May 18 ” May 
Butter. Hon Eowunp Somerset, Park st High 
April 29 Ord May 18 oh east 
Camppett, Joux, Alnwick, Northumberland, Cattle Deale 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet May19 Ord May19 
CuHatFigtp, Freperick Arruur, Stapleford, Notts, Bui 


Derby Pet May 19 Ord May 19 
CiayrortiH, Grorce Henry, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Py 
May 19° Ord May 19 


Cottey, Grorce, Waddingham, Lines, Yeoman 
May 16 Ord May 16 Tas 86 

Cornes, Saran, and CHarvirs Coryes, Bishop's 
Salop, Hauliers Leominster Pet May 19 dara 

Duckworta, Taomas, Leeds, Commission Agent Ley 
Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

aoe, — ick, Penistone, em, General Draper Barnsley 

t May 19 Ord May 

Farr, Janes Witriam, Cindif, Fruiterer’s Manager Qari 
Pet May 18 Ord May 18 

Fawett, Joux Wittram, West Witton, Yorks, Fame 
Yorthallerton Pet May 19 Ord May 19 

Foster, Wittiam Davip, Hitchin, Carpenter Laton Pa 
May 16 Ord May 20 

Fox. Moutson, Shipley, Yorks, Wagon Builder Braifod 
Pet May 19 Ord ay 19 

Girvin, Jou, oe Confectioner Liverpool Pet May 


8 Ord May 19 

Gaze, ALBERT Hesny, Torquay, Draper Exeter Pé 
May5 Ord May 

Grocock, Jous W = A 4 x, Lincoln Lincoln Pet May 2 
Ord May 20 

Harvayp, Joun Rovert, Sowerby, Thirsk, Yorks, Auction 
eer Northallerton Pet May19 Ord May 19 

Heatuertey, Apert, and Anprew Hearwenist, 
Pembroke Dock, Contractors Pembroke Dock Pa § 


Apiil16 Ord May 19 

Hey, Georce Herrert, Morecambe, Confectioner Presta 
Pet May 19. Ord May 19 

Hitcuex, Eowarp, Northwich, Grocer Crewe Pet May 
Ord May 19 

Hout, Marsuatt, ackpod Lanes, Tailor Preston Pa 
April 29 Ord 3 

Howruaiss, Josten, x Oxon, Coal Merchant Ban 
bury Pet April 30 Ord May 18 

Hvueworrtn, Joux Grornae Cook, Bishop Auckland, Bake 
Durham Pet M 1y 19 Ord May 19 

Ivesox, Ricnarp Hveroyx, Kingston upon Hull, Hai 

dresser's Assistant Kingston upon Hull Pet May » 
Ord May 20 

Jouxs, Water Trevor, Carmarthen, Provision Merchant 
Carmarthen Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Joxus, L E. Desford, Le edantee, Horsedealer Tleeser 
Pet April 22 Ord May 

Jones, ILLIAM heared Bratton’, Aavany Agent 
High Court Pet May 18 Ord Ma 

McCany, Wittiam Joun, Leeds Leeds P.t May 18 Onl 

ay 18 

Mansnars, Avrrep, Be aor Heath, Kent Rovhester Pt 
May 19 Ord May 1 

Masn, Wituiam Henny, * pper Tooting, Fruiterer Wands 
worth Pet May 18° Oid May 18 

Monuis, Isaac, Aberaman, Abe Sdaze, Aberdare 
Pet’ May 19° Ord May 19 

Nacutioat, Jonaxn Gorrvuien, and Lrovano Twopitt, 
Liverpool, Laundrymen Liverpool Pet April? Onl 
May 20 

Oxiey,Joux Bexsamis, Bradford Bradford Pet May 
Ord Muy 19 

Peawe, Wititam Henry, Delabole, 8t Ks ath, Cornwall, 
Miller ‘Truro Pet May5 Ord May 

Reave, Davin Joxea, Westby with Poueeten, nr Kirkham, 
Lanes, Innke. per Preston Pet April 27. Ord May 

Ricnanoson, Many Lourna, LAveegee ‘Teacher of Made 


Collier 


Liverpool Pet May 14 Ord May 1 

Brees, Jou Tuomas, Whol Gosia tiles Mer-hant High 
Court Pet May 12 Ord May 19 

froomsay, Gronoe Atvnen, sen, Cardiff, Coaltemme 
Cardiff Pet May 16 Ord May 16 

Tiusey, Hannay Oaxtey, Nuneaton, Shoe Finisber 
Alcester Vet May 18 rd May 18 

Tiny, Owen, wageston, Warwick Leicester Pet May 


18 Ord Ma 
Wavawourn, fe 4, Proesall, Lancs, Licensed Victualler 
Preston Pet May 2 Ord Mny 18 
Wirrenovsse, Arvunn, Weet Bromwich, Contractor Wat 
Bromwich Pet April 21 (vd May 16 
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4 ALBERT, Fas hives, Marden, Kent, Gunsmith Maidstone 
Wier iay 20 Ord 


N wares, Aberystwyth, Builder Aberyst- 
une Bes 2 19 Ord May.19 
Wusor, JAMES, Old Kent rd St Albans Pet May 14 
. * May 18 Loursa, mimaingham, Grocer Birmingham 
pet April 9 Ord May 20 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
oun, Treo-ky, Glam, Grocer Pontypridd 
Odean, and Porth Adjuid Jan 19, 1903 Annul 
May 2), 190: 
Lonion Gazette.—Turspay, May 26 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Barony, GEORGE Wittiam, Bridlington, Artist Sear- 
borough Pet May 21 Ord May zl 
eee: Gzorce ALFRED, West Ham, er Manufac- 
High Court Pet May 23 Ord May d 
Sausrax, Victor Francis, Savile row, Spoiler High 
Pet March 22 Ord May 22 : 
Davin Jous, Ditton, Lancy, Tailor Liverpool 


Bet May 21 Ord May 21 

Casxox, THOMAS W, Worcester Park, Surrey, Builder 
Croydon Pet March 25 Ord May 19 

Caren, James THOMAS, Gillingham, Kent, Confectioner 
Rochester Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

(uaxo.er, Fouiay, Gillingham, Kent, Builder Roche:ter 
Pet May 21 Ord May 21 

Guartor, C A, Darlington Stockton on Tees Pet May 5 
Ord May 22 

Corrs, ARTHUR, 
Warehouseman 
May 22 

Dawsox, Gzorce Osrourn, Whittlesea, Isle of Ely, Cam- 
ae Butcher Peterborough Pet May 22 Ord 


Pi nd = Tynemouth, Northumberland, Hair- 
dresser Newcastle on Tyne Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

Braxs, James, Trecynon, Aberdare, Draper Aberdare Pet 
May 23 Ord May 23 

Just, CHARLOTTE ELizaBETH, Pendleton, Salford Salford 
Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

Garespara, Joun, Princelet st, Spitalfields, Manufacturing 
Farrier High’ Court Pet April 29 Ord May 22 

Huswosp, Joun Wittiam, Eari Shilton, Leicester, Shoe 
Rivetter Leicester Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

Honsey, Srnmzox, New Brompton, Kent, Builder Poole 
Pet May7 Ord May 22 

Huet, Frank, Seething In, Merchant High Court Pet 
April 29 Ord May 22 

Horatsres, Georck Eowarp, Shibden, Halifax, Farmer 
Halifax “Pet May 21 Ord May 21 

Jaues, WILLIAM, Brightlingsea, Essex, Builder Colchester 
Pe;May 14 Ord May 21 

Jorrs, Henry, Brewood, Staffs, Grocer and Baker Wolver- 
hampton Pet May 13 Ord May 21 

Kaevay, Menpsi, Kingston upon Hull, Tailor Kingston 
upon Hull Pet May2i Ord May 21 

Kemzy, Janns + ee Blackpool, Chemist Preston April 
4 Ord May 22 

larrue, Frevenick Francis, Ross, Hereford, Baker Here- 
ford . Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

lyopianp, AcseeT, Hurst Hill Farmjar Bilston, Staffs, 
Haulier Dudley Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

Mature, Wittiam, Lowton, Fruit Dealer Bolton Pet 
May 21 Ord May 21 

Mayo, Harry, and Joun Wit.taMs, Abe rtillery, Builders 
Tielegar Pet May 23 Ord May 2: 
mes, TuoMAS ARROWSMITH, tg Brighton 

North- 


Hosiery Manufacturer’s 


Nottingham, 
Pet May 22 Ord 


Nottingham 


Sussex 
Pet April 20 Ord May 21 

Meu, Harry, Northallerton, Yorks, Fruiterer 
allerton Pet May 21 Ord May 2 

Nasu, Jou, mg Waltham, Southamp‘on, Carpenter 
Southampton Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

Noaxes, Faaxx, West Dulwich High Court Pet May 21 
On "May : 21 

Parker, Joux, Whitby, Yorks, Wheelwright Stockton on 
Tees Pet May 21. Ord May 21 

Parreet, Aurrep, Holloway, Auctioneer High Court 
Pet May 1 Ord May 20 

fizich, SaAmurt, Spalding, Lincs, Licensed Victualler 
Pe. erborou zh Pet March 31 Ord May 22 


Sura, Jouy, Leigh, Lancs, Brickmaker Bolton Pet May 
2 Ord May 22 

favion, Josin A Norm: a Tobacconist Wakefield Pet 
May 21 Ord May 2 

Waarmayy, Avcust , Max, Peckham, Licensed 


Victualier High Court Pet May 2 Ord May 21 
Westox, Jou, and Water ALexanprR MownincrTox, 
Cunden Tow n, Pianoforte Manufacturers High Court 
Pet Apil 30 Ord May 21 
Wisurwax, Agruvur Freorricx, 
Jabourer Poole Pet May 22 


Parkstone, aes, Farm 


Ord M ay 


Weeren, Oxiven, Penydarren, Merthyr ‘yaa, Mason 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet May 22 Ord May 2 
FIRST MEETINGS, 
June 4 at4 Off Ree, 47, 


Ausonnook, Engxnzen, Derby 

Vicron Fravcis, Savile row, Tailor Junes8 
able Bankraptey bidys, Carey st 

Buawrox, Acraep Jonna, Gray's inn nl, Hotel Manager 
June 8'at LL § ankrapte bldgs, Carey st 

Browy, Gronan, Hyde, C ox Om June 8 at ¥.90 

© Byrom st, Manchester 


OR Ree, 


hws, Jamns, pe, my upon Hull, News Agent June 
atdl Of Rec rinity House In, Hall 

Chmparis, Jony, Alowick, Northumberland, Cattle Dealer 
a Butit30 Off Reo, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 

— ‘oe Tuomas, New Brompton, Gillingham, 
Kent, Confectioner June 8 ut 12 115, High at, 
Rochester 

aky, Bamuat Nicworas, Kingston on Thames, Grover 


June 3 at 11.80 24, Railway app, London Bridge 





MERRY WEATHERS’ 


a WATER SUPPLY 
to ESTATES, &c. 


Reports Prepared, 
Water Found, 
Pumps Fixed. 





Write pam or Pamp hiet. 


FIRE PROTECTION 


On up-to-date Principles. 








Ou Exaine axp Harrizip Fuxp. 





ELECTRIC LIGHTING on Merryweathers’ Safe System. 


MERRYWEATHERS, 
63, LONG ACRE, LONDON, W.C. 


| Sew ‘anna, Jons, Steafogl, Lincs, Printer Jur24 at 12.3) 
| ff Ree, 31, Silver st, Li 
sigh, Lanes, 


Coury, ‘Gronar, Ther, Yeoman June 4 at | surrn, sous, Brickmaker June 4 at 10.30 
12 Ree, 31, Silver st, Lincoln Exchange st, Bolton . ° 
Cowen, ‘Les RENCE, Redcliffe gdas, Kensington, Journalist | Srospur, Grorce Atrerp, sen, Caniiff. Coaltrimmer 
June 4 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st | June 8at12 Of Reo, 117, St Mary st, apy 4 
, “ Strvru, Grorer, Barrow in Furness, Printer Jane 9 at 
pea toy aes Hotel Proprietor June 15 at 11 | le 10°45 OF Bee, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 
; 3, 3 . Tyra, James Rawtixsoy, Barrow in Furness, Stoe er 
Emmens, Tuomas Frepreick, Newport, Hatter June 4 at June 9 at 10.15 Of Hee, 16, Cornwallis :t, Barrow in 














Cuanpter, Fouay, SS . Kent, Builder June 8 ai 
12.15 115, » High st 
Faddinghew” 


= 12.30 = Rec, » Westgate —, Le a a = Soir | 
SKDALE, Ropert, Tynemout orthumberlan air 
Dresser June 3 at 12 Off Ree, 30, Mosley st, New- | Srvrm, M Many Jane, be ee 2. — gt 
eae | me pene a” aeah guamen 
s ” , | Wats, Sauvet Trowas, Wi ison 
Farr, James Witutam, Cardiff, Fruiterer’s Manager June June 4at 12 The Swan Hotel, The Pantiles, Tunbridge 


4atll Off Rec, 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 
Gissox, WiLLt1AM, Dowlais, Glam, Police Constable 
4at12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
— in, Joun, Widnes, Confectioner June 8 at 2 
35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Grr PITH, Tuomas Owen, Liscard, Shipbroker June 10 at | 
2 Off Ree , 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 


} Wells 

June | | Wants ANN, Apes st Pact Max, Peckham, Licensed Vie- 
tualler June 5 at 12 Bankruptcy bidg:, Carey st 

Off Ree, | Wes sTOm, fey nag Waurer ALexaxper Moxixeros, 

anden Town, ang mena Manufacturers Jun: 4at Iz 


Wuireuovss, ALrasp, West . Coatractor June 


Grocock, Joux Witaves, Lincoln June 4 at 11.30 O# | 4atl2 174, m st, Birmingham 
Ree, 31, Silver st, Lineola | Wie <a ‘Sain tn Kent, Gunsmith Jane 3 at ll 
Harainctros, Davin, Bowness on Winlermere, Westmor- if Ree, 9, King st, 


Ww a. 1 enh Cuaa.es, Swindon, Contractor June §$ at 2.9) 
Great Western Hotel, Station nl, Swindoa 
Amonited notices substituted for those publishe1 in the 
Londen Gazette of May 22: 


land, Bootmaker June 9 at 11.15 Of Rec, 16, Corn- | 
wallis st, Barrow ia Furness | 

Horye, Wiitiam, Bristol, Ironfounder June 3 at 11.45 | 
Off Ree, 36, Baldwin st, Bristol 


Hurwortn, Koserr Hesry, West Hartlepool, Grocer ‘s | 


a ll June 4 at 11.15 Off Ree, 25," John st, | Kexvepy, Troms, loan, Deaper Jane 4 at UD OF 
Ivesox, Ricuarp Hvrrox, Kingston upon Hull, Hair- | Mc } remlg ph erptng 3 Leeds June 4 at 11 O# Ree, 

dresser’s Assistant June 3 at 11.30 Off Reo, Trinity row, I 

House In, -—o » 
—_——v5 — - Hier, Sapa June 4 at 11.3) Of ADJUDICATION 3. 

ec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton . x . > 

Jones, James Grorer, Alpha rd, Millwall, Iron Founder a Gaenes ppt Ont Man at Artist Scar 

June 9 at 12 Bankruptcy bidge, st et May ahi S ile tee 


Bawrorv, Aur = Davin, Temple 
Manufacturer High Court Pet 
| Baaaixros, Atrarp Jouns, Gray's ian 


Larimer, ALEXANDER, and WaLtER CoriwNs, Birmingham 


June5 at 11 174, Corporation st, St, Bieminghom ey oan Ons nee 


Lawtess, Francis, Kensington, house Keeper as 
June’8 at 2.30 ‘nankouptey tude Care 3, Carey st ~ High Court Pet April's Ord rt % 
_~, — gL, St, G Builder | June 3 at 11.90 | Brookes, Davin Joux, Ditton, Lanes, or thee 
ff Rec, 28, Baldwin st, Bristo Pet May 21 Oed May 21 
eann Wiewtam, and Owen a Birmingham, Bakers | Cangas, Samen Spang Gipognem, Confectioner Rochester 
June 5at12 174, Corporation st, Birminzham Pet Oecd May 22 
Marner, Winuian, Lowton, Lanes, Fish Dealer June 4 at | Cary, tae tog Nrowotas, Soa Qrover 
1L 19, Exchange st, Bolton . Surrey Pet Mer Mu Dad gp : 
Nerpuam, Tuomas, Darley a Derby, Builders June | ic NASD LR Boas, Builter whester Pa 


4at 3 Off Ree, 47, Full at, Der 
Nort, Samui, Kidderminster, he anufacturer June 4 re ores, Heapesr Joux, 


aie Sam oreet, Groeor 


at2.15 Mr Spencer Thursiiekd, Solicitor, 12, Oafard st, Wells Pet A Oe 

Kidderminster Curva, Anrave, po hg A Manufa>- 

Osrokx, Joux, Holloway rl, Corn Dealer June 5 at 2.90 turer's Warchouwmaa Nottinghata Pet ay 2 Onl 
ankrupt wy Digs, Carey st May 22 

Parsons, Ricuard, Wraiaw Beyxerr, anl Woo) Dawaox, G@roran Osgoveas, Whit Tae of Bly, Cam>- 
Bapoarn, Langley, Worcester, Boiler Makers June 4 | Batcher Peterborough Pot May 22 Ont M Mag 22 


ralge, 
Ey ben Ok Aboniare, Draper Aberdare Pet May 23 
May 33 


Ord 
ot Wiaiaw, Bart Shilten, TL ieoteer, Show 


Hawweone, 
Rivetter Leicester Pet May ® Onl May 23 
slitax, Farmor Halifax 


mh nournsox, Grorur Bow aro, 
Jaracksox, oa H, Hove Brighton Pet April S Oecd 


at ll 174, Corporation st, Birminghun 
Prance, Kare, and Minwie Lac ey, Beckenham, Fancy | 
Goods Dealers June dat 11.30 24, Railway app, Lane | 
don Bridge 
Peerecr, Averep, Holloway, Auctioneer 
Bankruptey bids, Carey st 
Riowarvsox, Many Lovrsa, Liverpool June 8 at 12 os | 


Jane 5 at 11! 


Pot-May 21 Qed May 2t 


Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool May 
Rune, Wit LIAM Baxnert, Penzance, Physician June 5 at | | are 4 | ey Kingston ap o Bee, Tailor Kiang aoe 
12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, ‘Truro upon Hull Re May 2 ced Ma 
Rugarit, Arwaro Cowney, Walsall, Brown Saddle Manu-| Lawirss, Praxors, Reassell nl, Lestogten, Pans 
House Keeper High Court Pet May li Onl May 2 


facturer dune Sat 12 Off Ree, Wolverhampton 
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Ord 


Baker 


Lee, Sauvet, Bristol, Builder Bristol Pet April 24 
23 


May 
Hereford, 


Littte, Frepreick Fraxcis, Ross, 
High Court Pet 


Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

Lorp, Isaac, Canonbury Park North 
March 26 Ord May 23 

Lypp1arp, ALBERT, Hurst Hill Farm, nr Bilston, Staffs, 
Haulier Dudley Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

Mastox, Wittiamu, and Owen Tasker, Birmingham, 
Bakers Birmingham Pet May 14 Ord May 23 

Matnrk, Writiau, Lowton, Fruit Dealer Bolton Pet 
May 21 Ord May 21 

Mavsper, James Buyta Wayyuan, Broad st House High 

Abertillery, Builders 


Court’ Pet July 22 Ord May 20 

Mayo, Harry, and Jonxy Wiitiaus, 
Tredegar Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

Mett, Harry, Northallerton, Yorks, Fruiterer N 
ton Pet Mey 2i Ord May 21 

Nasa, Joux, Bishops Waltham, Southampton, 
Southampton . Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

Noakes, Frasx, West Dulwich High Court 
Ord May 21 


Parker, Jonx, Whitby, 
Tees Pet May 21 
Pearce, Kate, and Mixxir Lacey, 
Goods Dealers Croydon Pet April18 Ord May 18 
Preype ct, Artare, Brixtcnrd, Betting Agent High ¢ 
Pet Feb 26 Oni May 20 
Rossetter, Waiter E:.rort, Clerk 
Pet April 28 Ord May 19 
Rowiey, James, James Sipxsey Rorert Ro 
Broce Row:ry, and Arcuer Staxtey Ro 
cross st, Hat Manufacturer High Court 
Ord May 21 
Ssrrn, Joux, Leigh, Lancs, B. 
22 Ord May 22 
Stvart, Matitpa, Hanover sq, 
Pet April 28 Ord May 22 
Tavior, Josava, a Tobacconist 
May 21 Ord May 2 
Wartkiss, Heeeerr, 
Court Pet March 11 
Wicurmas, Artare Freperick, 
Labourer Poole Pet M ry 22 22 
Wister, Oxtvrr, Penydarren, Merthyr Tsafil, 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet April22 Ord May 2° 
Woop, Rosrret Acxa, Sao Paulo, Brazil, Minirg 
High Court Pet March 13 Ord May 21 


Hereford 


wtballer- 
Carpenter 
Pet May 21 


Yorks, Whe Steckton on 


Ord May 21 


lwright 
Beckenham, Fancy 
‘ourt 
Anerley, Croydon 
Ley, Pre 
wiry, Red- 
Pet March 5 
ickmaker Bolton 
Dressmaker High ¢ 


Wakefield Pet 


Pet May 


yurt 


= w Broad st, Ac High 
( ae May 21 
Parkstone 


Ord May 


untant 
, Dorset, Farm 
Mason 


Engineer 





BENJAMIN GRAD, 
TRANSLATOR, 
49, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
TELEPHONE 6GO11 CENTRAL 


ALL LANGUAGES. 
SPECIALITY : 


LEGAL TRANSLATIONS. 
RUSSIAN TYPEWRITING. 


Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


AND RAVENSCROFT, 


ESTABLISHED 1639, 





EDE, SON, 


ROBE 
MAKERS. 


COURT 
TAILORS, 
PY SPROTAL APPOINTMENTS 
To H.M. THE KING and H.M. THE QUEEN. 
Robe Makers to the Lord Chancellor and Judges, 
ROBES FOR KING’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 

COURT SUITS IN CLOTH AND VELVET. 
Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, 
Clerks of the Peace, and Coroners. 
CORPORATION AND UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


$3 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 











CONTINUOUS 





VICTORIA WORKS, 


mow ROOM 


LES, Fencyw & 


WOLVERHAMPTON., 


139 & 141, CANNON STREET, E.C. 

















Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOME. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c., apply to 
F. 8. D. HOGG, M.R.C.S., &c., 
Medical Superintendent. 
RicKMANSWORTH, 


Telephone: P.O. 16, 





INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 
Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, 
Principal: H. M. RILEY 
Study of Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience. Excelle nt 
Legal and Medical Re ferences. For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 
Terecrarnic Appness: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 


Licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 1879 99. 


BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT, 
BUNTINGFORD, HERTS. 


For the Treatment of Gentlemen suffering from Inebriety 
and Abuse of Drugs. In a most healthy, picturesque, and 
secluded part of the country, 1} hours from Liverpool-street, 
about 400 feet above sea-level; 10} acres of grounds. 
Heated by hot-water apparatus. E lectric light throughout. 
Healthy employment and recreation. Workshops, Poultry 
Farm, Gardening, Cricket, Tennis, Golf, Library, Music, 
Billiards, Dark Room for Photography, &c. Patients may 
enter under the Acts or privately. Terms: 1}-3 Guineas, 
Electric Light and Heat Baths, &e.—Apply to 

Resipent Mepicat SurekinTENDENT or SECRETARY. 


|CURE OF INTEMPERANCE. 


Charm- 
Short 


Medical 
M.D. (Camb.). 














Course covers six weeks. 


Modified restraint. 
Ideal establishment. 


ing and spacious grounds, 
Term Treatment. 
Fees 
Full particulars on = aileiiintion to the Secretary, or to 
C. A. McBRIDE, M.D. (Med. Supt.), 


Sanatoummu, Urrer Norwoop, 8.E. 


3 to 6 Guineas per week. 


Norwoop 











OOLOGICAL SOCIETY’S GARDENS, 

Regent’s Park, are OPEN DAILY (except Sundays), 

from 9 a.m. until sunset. Admission 1s. Mondays, 6d. 

Children always 6d. The new Ape House contains Chim- 
panzees, Orangs, and Gibbons. 


ARTRIDGE*COOP rR 


LIMITED. 


SOLICITORS? DEED BOXES, 


LONDON MADE, BEST QUALITY, 


Fron 6/6 each. 


/lustrated Catalogue free on -epplication 


191 & 192, FLEET STREET, LONDON, £6, 
FALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


PRINTERS, LimiTED, 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


PAarRtiAMENTARY Bits, Mixures or Evipexce, Boogs oF 
RePereNnce, Searaunnye on Cram, Answers, &e., &@ 





‘BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 


NEWSPAPERS, 
And all General and Commercial Work, 
Every description of Printing. 


Printers of THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 
and WEEKLY nEPORTER, 


NORWICH STREET, FETTER LANE, LONDUM, E.G. 


m1 ae 
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The Members of the LEGAL wisn >, 
are respectiully requested to kindly Recom- J 
fo Executors and others : 


mend eur Firm 
requiring Valaations. 


1 & 2, GRACECHURCH STREET, CORNHILL, 


Vv) 


——— 


LONDON, W. 
ESTABLIGHED 1772. 


PINK & oN 


AUS Oo 


E.C., and 17 & 18, eave 











at ey AS a antigid 


